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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ar THE RISK OF BEING THOUGHT to harp too much on 
one subject, we cannot help alluding again to the pro- 
recently put forward by a correspendent of the 

Times with regard to the arrangement of business in the 
common law divisions. It would really be a great 
misfortune if the subject were permitted to drop and no 
serious effort were made to alter a state of things which, 
notwithstanding the fact that it has existed, more or 
less, for a long time, may, without exaggeration, be 
described as scandalous. The very respectable propor- 
tions of the minority voting for Mr. Norwood’s Bill 
show that the question is a serious one. Even if the 
probability of such a Bill ever becoming law is slight— 
of which we are by no means sure—the fact that so many 
people felt so strongly the reality of the evil and injustice 
aimed at as to be prepared to obviate it by so extreme 
@ measure, ought to shame the profession into taking 
some steps. There is really no argument of the slight- 
est cogency in favour of the retention of the present 
system; the reasons alleged are outrageously flimsy, and 
such as we regret to see put forward by men of pro- 
fessional eminence. It is gravely asserted, for instance, 
that the system of “ devilling” is of great advantage, 
because it brings forward unknown men of ability. We 
should like to know what must be the feelings of a client 
who has paid a large fee to an eminent counsel who has 
handed over his brief to an unknown man, at finding 
himself made a medium for the education of inexperience 
or the discovery of unknown taleat. Again, a stock 
argument on the-subject is that a fee is often paid as 
much to prevent a counsel being on the other side as to 
insure his services. We do not deny that in exceptional 
cases there may be something in this, but we do not be- 
lieve that in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred in 
which briefs are handed over such an idea occurred 
for a moment to the solicitor on retaining counsel. Un- 
fortunately, to speak plainly, the present system is so 
convenient to men in very large practice and making 
very large incomes that their consciences are naturally 
rather lethargic in the matter. The law is a conserva- 
tive profession, and, when to natural conservatism is 
added a question of self-interest among those of the 
greatest professional influence, it is hard to get a question 
of any considerable change taken up in earnest. The 
leaders of the bar, overwhelmed with work, and naturally 
not much harm in a system under which they and 
their predecessors have fared well, are not very ready to 
discuss alterations. But now that public attention in 
the House has been called to the matter it ought not 
~ ~ peered to rest. The scheme sketched 
out by “L.” .seems to point at a really practicable 
solution of the difficulty, and it ought to be considered 
seriously by the profession. We hope that the Attorney- 


General may feel it his duty to call a meeting of the bar 
on the subject at no distant date, If he does not ex 
mero motu summon the meeting, steps should be taken 








by both branches of the legal profession to get up a 
memorial to him requesting him to do so. 





Hicu avtuHoritres seem to differ on the curious little 
point whether the marginal note of a statute is to be 
taken as part of a statute or not. For instance, in Jn re 
Venour’s Settlement (24 W. R. 753), we find Jessel, M.R., 
saying, “The marginal note is now comprised in the 
original print, and is a part of the statute, and is subject 
to be dealt with like any other parts of an Act of Parlia- 
ment by amendments on motion or otherwise. The old 
Observations as to marginal notes not being on the 
Parliament Roll, and therefore being no part of the Acts, 
do not apply to modern Acts.” Turning to Claydon v. 
Green (16 W. R. 1126, L. R. 3 C. P. 511, not cited in 
In re Venour’s Settlement), we find Willes, J., saying, 
“ The practice of engrossing bills seems to have continued 
down to 1849; since that time the only record of the 
proceedings of Parliament is to be found in the copy 
printed by the Queen’s printer. Bué I desire to record 
my conviction that this change in the mode of recording 
them cannot affect the rule which treated the title of the 
Act, the marginal notes, and the punctuation, not as 
forming part of the Act, but merely as contemporanea 
expositio.” It may be remarked, however, that this 
dictum of Willes, J., was extra-judicial, as Claydon v. 
Green arose upon an Act passed before 1849, whereas 
In re Venour’s Settlement was decided upon statute 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 120, passed after that date. But is 
the opinion of the Master of the Rolls correct? We 
think not. Never in practice do we remember 
a motion made in Parliament to alter a marginal note. 
The question, we imagine, could only be settled decisively 
by a member making such a motion, and the Chairman 
of Committees ruling it to be out of order. This was 
done last session in the case of a “ heading,” which Mr. 
Raikes ruled, upon a motion to alter it, to be “ no part 
of the Bill.” That marginal notes are frequently mis- 
leading and defective (even since 1849) is notorious. 
There is a marginal note, for instauce, to section 7 of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870, which, if it is 
to be taken as part of the Act, might seriously narrow 
the operation of that section, while to the next section 
there is a marginal note which would immensely extend 
it. These inaccuracies probably sometimes arise from 
carelessness, but oftener from the marginal notes not 
being always altered to meet the alterations in the body 
of the clause. Amendments are not accompanied in the 
order-book by marginal notes, and when “clauses as 
amended stand part of a Bill” they are destitute of 
these appendages. When and how the marginal note to 
an amended clause gets in, is a mystery. In May’s 
Parliamentary Practice, which contains a full history of 
the Bill from beginning to end (see pp. 513—517, 7th 
ed.), no light is thrown upon it. We believe that in- 
stances are not unknown of marginal notes having been 
added after a Bill has received the Royal assent. And it is 
material to observe that the Statute Law Revisors have, 
in at least one instance, altered a marginal note, as 
printed by the Queen’s Printer, of a statute, passed, 
indeed, before 1849. This is the note to the 68th section 
of the Lands Clauses Act, which, as originally printed 
by the Queen's Printer, is nonsense, but is perfect sense 
as framed by the Revisors. 





Gaeat Dismay exists among the leaders on many cir. 
cuits with regard to the prospect of business at the en- 
suing assizes, and reports have reached us from many 
quarters of the utter barrenness of the land. This is a 
result which we some time back. There 
is no doubt that under the new system a great many cases 
in which the venue would formerly have been laid in the 
country have been brought to Middlesex or London for 
‘trial, and the consequence is that the lists there are very 
33 
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much crowded. There are no doubt at first sight many 
reasons which would induce solicitors, in cases arising 
not too far from London, to name Middlesex or 
London as the place of trial. The sittings in Middlesex 
and London are tolerably continuous, and though a case 
may be some time before it is reached, when it is 
reached there is time to try it. The difficulty with 
regard to the assizes always is that it is very uncertain 
until the last moment how much business there will be; 
acertain time is allowed, calculated upon the average 
time that has on previous occasions been found necessary, 
and consequently if there happens to be more than the 
usual amount of business there is not time to try out all 
the cases, and on the last day of the assizes a massacre of 
the innocents takes place, in which cases are settled or 
referred or hurried through in an unsatisfactory manner. 
If a case is made a remanet it has to stand over till the next 
assizes, unless the place of trial is changed, and this may 
entail a delay of nine months. We are inclined to think, 
however, that, to some extent, the overcrowded state of 
the London and Middlesex lists will work a reaction, 
and that future circuits will be more fruitful. But with 
regard to places near London the effect of the Judi- 
cature Acts will probably be to permanently lessen the 
amount of work at assizes. 





In noricine THE Brit of Sir Henry Jackson and Mr. 
Marten having for its object to amend the Partition Act, 
1868, we remarked that “a short clause introduced into 
the present Bill empowering the court to allow a person 
under disability to undertake to buy would be bene- 
ficial.’ We are glad to see from the re-print that 
this has been done by section 7 of the amended Bill. 
Other alterations have also been made. Clause 3 of the 
original Bill empowered the court, in an action for sale in 
lieu of partition, to direct a sale and give all con- 
sequential directions, although all persons interested 
‘cannot be ascertained or cannot be found. This clause 
is struck out in the amended Bill, and amalgamated 
with the following clause, and there is added to 
clause 6 (as amended, clause 5) a sub-section empower- 
ing the court, after the expiration of a limited 
time, to distribute the proceeds of the sale amongst 
all the persons whose claims to participate have 
been established, to the exclusion of all other per- 
sons; and excluded persons are to be at liberty to 
recover from any participating party any portion received 
by him of the share of the excluded persons. The 
safeguards against an absolute deprivation of the rights 
of parties interested comprise a provision for the issuing 
-of advertisements limiting a time at the expiration of 
which the proceeds of the sale will be distributed, and 
another to the effect that, if excluded persons come in 
before all sales under the judgment have been effected, 
the shares of the persons who participated in the first 
distribution are to abate in favour of those formerly 
excluded. Whether the time fixed by the court will be 
that fixed by the Statute of Limitations for the recovery 
of land or a much shorter time it would be impossible 
to predict; but it would naturally be expected that a 
much shorter time would be fixed, such as six or twelve 
months. 





Arrzr 4 Lone psriop of adversity, a victory has at 
length been won for the local and inferior courts, of 
which Mr. Justice Willes used to cite the saying that 
they are “a feather in the cap of him that hath them, 
but a thorn in the side of him that hath todo with 
them.” Without even taking time to consider, the 
Court of Appeal, under the of the Master of 
the Rolls, in Hawes v. 
the 

courts prohibiting in cases coming within 


superior 


12th section of the Mayor's Court Act. That section 














provides that when the debt does not exceed £50 no plea, 
to the jurisdiction shall be allowed in certain cases * 
therein mentioned, assimilating the jurisdiction in 
great measure to that of an ordinary county court. §o 
clear were the Court of Common Pleas on the point of 
the propriety of the issue in these cases of a writ of pro. 
hibition that last year in Worthington v. Jeffries, (23 
W. R. 750, L. R. 10 C. P. 379), they refused to put the 
plaintiff in prohibition to declare, so as to give the de. 
fendant in prohibition the opportunity of questioning the 
previous decisions in a court of error. Under the Judi- 
cature Acts, however, an appeal lay against this order or 
rule for a writ of prohibition, and the Court of Appeal in 
the recent case, have, it would seem, held that, inasmuch 
as the objection to the jurisdiction cannot, in these c 

be raised by plea in the Mayor's Court itself, jurisdiction 
is, by the section, impliedly conferred on the Mayor's 
Court, and therefore that the superior courts should not 
prohibit, not because their right to prohibit is taken 
away, but because there is no excess of jurisdiction. 





We vnpersTanp it is in contemplation to remove 
the office of the London Gazette from its present locale in 
Craig’s-court, and to place it again under the same roof 
with the Stationery Office. This may be a desirable step 
in the interests of concentration and economy; but we 
regard it with some misgivings. When the London 
Gazette Office was heretofore in the same building as the 
Stationery Office, we have been informed that those who 
went there on business had to wait, if not in the coal. 
hole of the establishment, in its immediate vicinity. Of 
course this state of things led to many protests, and the 
public only acquiesced therein upon the repeated assur. 
ance that it was merely a temporary arrangement. We 
trust that in maturing the arrangements for the sug. 
gested change the Home Secretary and the Board of 
Works will take care, while providing for the require- 
ments of the staff of the Gazette, not to forget altogether 
the comfort and convenience of the public. 





THE RECENT EXAMINATION Of students for the bar is 
rendered remarkable by the circumstances that the 
smallest inn, Gray’s-inn, which last year only called 
five gentlemen to the bar, has carried off two out of the 
four studentships, and that a Chinese gentleman, whose 
name, from the list, appears to be Mr. Ng. Choy, has 
obtained a certificate. 








Mr. William Davies, solicitor, of Haverfordwest, is a 
candidate for the representation of Pembrokeshire. 

On Friday, the 9th inst., a deputation from the Middlesex 
Justices waited upon the Home Secretary, on the subject of 
coroners. Captain Morley urged upon Mr. Cross the im- 
immediate necessity of the Government taking the appoint- 
ment of coroners into its own hands, and the advantage of 
determining a fixed standard for the remuneration of those 
officers, Several recent disclosures, irrespective of old 
standing ones, respecting the performance of their duties, 
rendered it more than ever necessary that coroners should 
be made directly responsible to the Government for the 
conduct of inquiries, rather than to the constituencies by 
which they were at present elected. He incidentally alluded 
to the mode now adopted of holding inquests in various 
localities, instead of in one particular building, as being 
both expensive and unsatisfactory. With regard to the 
question of the expenses of witnesses and post-mortem 
examinations, he expressed himeelf as being ia favour of their 
being provided for out of the county rate as heretofore. The 
Home Secretary, in reply, briefly o ed that the subject 
in question was one that required @ great deal of considera- 
tion. It had received his attention ; and he should not lose 
am of the fact that an inquiry into the whole matter was 
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THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
I. 


Ir seems so plain that this Bill will not pass this 
session—probably will not even go through committee 
in the Lords—that it would be waste of time to discuss 
its provisions in detail at present; but it may be 
worth while to consider the general outlines of the 
new scheme with reference to the main complaints 
which have been made of the operation of the existing 
system. We shall first of all briefly state the leading 
alterations proposed. 

The first change is intended to remedy the evil of 
placing in the hands of a single creditor the power of 
endeavouring to force his debtor into bankruptcy, with 
the consequent delay and expense of a contest as to the 
adjudication, frequently succeeded by the annulling of 
the adjudication on the acceptance of a composition; and 
+o meet the objection that it is absurd that the mode of 
administration of the estate of a debtor should depend on 
the accident of whether he himself or a creditor petitions. 
To remedy this the Bill proposes to establish 
.a uniform mode of initiating proceedings, by petition 
for liquidation, which may be presented either by a 
creditor or by the debtor himself. If the debtor petitions 
the court is forthwith to make an order absolute for 
liquidation ; if a creditor petitions against a trade debtor, 
on proof of the petitioning creditor’s debt, of the trad- 
ing, and of the act of bankruptcy, the court is to make 
an order nisi for liquidation, which, if not revoked 
within a specified time on cause shown by the debtor, is 
to become absolute; if a creditor petitions against a 
non-trader debtor, on proof of the petitioning creditor’s 
debt and of the act of bankruptcy the court is to make 
an absolute order for liquidation. The order for liquida- 
tion is to have no effect on the status of the debtor. In 
the case of a trader the court, on making an order nisi 
or absolute, must appoint a receiver, and in the case of 
‘a non-trader may do so at any time after the presenta- 
tion of the petition. The effect of the absolute order for 
liquidation is, as regards the debtor, to render his prop- 
erty divisible among the creditors in proportion to the 
debts proved by them; to compel him, on pain of being 
adjudicated a bankrupt, to file, within a specified number 
of days (the committee recommended seven days), a list 
of his creditors, and to enable him to obtain a stay of 
proceedings relating to any debt provable in liquidation. 

On another point, on which complaint has been made 
-of the present system—viz., the want of control on the 
part of the creditors over the affairs of the debtor between 
the filing of the petition and the appointment of the 
trustee—the Bill proposes to afford a remedy by providing 
that the five largest creditors on the list filed by the 
debtor (exclusive of creditors secured to half the value of 
their debts) are to be constituted a provisional committee 
of inspection. ‘Their rights and duties appear to be con- 
fined to giving, with the sanction of the court, such 
directions to the receiver as to taking possession or other- 
wise dealing with the property or business of the debtor 
as they may think fit. 

But now we come to the more important parts of the 
scheme. What provision is made for the inadequate 
information of the creditors as to the affairs of the 
debtor; the want of data for discussion and ‘of oppor- 

‘tunity for deliberation which are alleged as constituting 
80 serious a purt of the evils of the existing system ? 
The Bill provides for a new meeting of creditors, to be 
called the preliminary meeting. The court is to give 
notice to the creditors named in the list filed by .the 
debtor of a time and place at which they may attend and 
discuss and ‘‘ investigate in the prescribed manner the 
affairs of the debtor.” The debtor is to attend this 
meeting (see clause 29), but as the Bill does not require 
him to produce to it any statement of his affairs or to 
‘submit to any examination, nothing can be said of the 
walue of this preliminary meeting until the rules are 
issued under which the manner of investigation by the 





creditors is to be “prescribed.” As it is expressly 
provided in the Bill that the debtor shall produce 
to the first general meeting a statement of his affairs, 
and that he shall also produce it to any other meeting to 
which he shall be required by the committee of inspec- 
tion to produce it (the committee of inspection not being 
appointed until the first meeting), the implication would 
appear to be that the debtor is not to be required to pro- 
duce the statement before the first meeting. The first 
general meeting is to be summoned in manner prescribed 
“as soon as may be’’ after the absolute order for liquida- 
tion, and is to be held before the court (see clause 18). At 
this meeting the debtor is to produce his statement of 
affairs, and to give such inventory of his property and sub- 
mit to such examination as may be prescribed by rules. 
At this meeting the creditors are to prove their debts, 
and to appoint a committee of inspection, not exceeding 
five in number, to superintend the liquidation. This 
committee are forthwith to “make an investigation into 
the affairs of the debtor,” and to report thereon to a 
second meeting of the creditors, in order to enable them 
to determine whether the debtor ought or ought not to 
be adjudicated bankrupt. The debtor is to submit to 
such examination in respect of his property or his credi- 
tors, and to wait at such times upon the committee of 
inspection as they may reasonably require. The like 
powers are conferred on the trustee. 

The abuse of the system of proxies, to which the com- 
mittee ascribed “‘ nearly all the evils which have led to 
so much dissatisfaction with the working of the Act of 
1869,” is met by the proposal that the trustee 
shall be appointed by the committee of inspection 
instead of by the creditors at large, and by 
& provision that where it appears to the court 
that any solicitation has been used by or on behalf, 
or in respect, of a trustee or receiver, either in obtaining 
proxies or in obtaining employment, the court shall have 
power to order that no remuneration whatever is to be 
allowed to the person by whom, or on whose behalf, such 
solicitation may have been exercised. The other recom- 
mendations of the Bankruptcy Committee—that restric- 
tions should be placed on the grant of proxies by 
creditors resident within a reasonable distance of the 
place of meeting, and that, for the purpose of voting at 
any first meeting of creditors, no proxy shall be 
appointed prior to the preliminary meeting—do not 
appear to have been embodied in the Bill. 

(To be continued.) 





COUNTY COURT APPEALS. 


Mr. Justice Grove recently spoke of the county courts 
as “usefully administering summary imperfect justice.” 
With the fear of Mr. Daniel before our eyes, we will not 
venture to indorse this estimate of the local administra- 
tion of law, but we may be permitted to say that the 
fact that the new divisional court for appeals from 
inferior courts has been so well supplied with work 
sufficiently shows the need of such an institution. But 
notwithstanding the valuable provisions of 38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 50, s. 6, this court is not so easy of access as the Court of 
Appeal, nor is it meant to be. Theoretical notions of ab- 
stract justice must give way before practical considera- 
tions. It is undesirable that persons obtaining judgment 
for smal! amounts to which they are legally entitled, should 
be kept waiting for their money until an appeal has been 
heard from the decision of the county court, and there 
has probably been in the minds of legislating lawyers a 
feeling, that it is well to protect from self-harm those 
persons of small means who are inclined to do themselves 
a mischief, not only by gambling or betting, but also by 
continued litigation about trifling matters ; hence the right 
of appeal from a county court has been made to depend, 
as a general rule, upon the amount in dispute or the leave 
of the judge. Where, however, the right of appeal is 
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given it ought to be speedy, easy, and satisfactory to th® 
suitor. But the proceeding by way of case stated was 
found to be the reverse of this. The proper stating of 
a case is an art, and it is an art in which few are skilled. 
Consequently, under the former system cases sometimes 
came up from the county courts in a condition which 
disheartened counsel and perplexed the judges of appeal. 
Immaterial facts were inserted, material ones omitted, the 
real question for dispute ignored, and the whole composi- 
tion not unfrequently affected by that involuntary incli- 
nation to “state himself right” which the most 
experienced judge can scarcely resist. The direction 
from the bench that “this case must go back to be 
amended,” or the question “Is there anything left to 
argue upon these findings?” often under the old system 
either temporarily or finally disposed of county court 
appeals. 

Section 6 of the Act of last session was framed to 
remove the impediments to appeal created by the state- 
ment of cases. It provides, as is well known, that the 
appeal may be by motion instead of by special case, and 
seems intended to assimilate the proceedings to those 
taken in Banco to set aside a verdict or for a new trial, 
when the information as to the evidence and rulings at 
the trial is gathered from the judge’s notes, supplemented, 
if necessary, by those of a shorthand writer, or from the 
recollection or notes of the counsel present at the trial. 
But, of course, it was difficult to pursue the analogy, 
inasmuch as the judge at Nisi Prius takes full notes, 
while a county court judge generally takes few or none ; 
the former is present at Westminster to read or explain 
his notes, while the latter is not there to be referred to; 
and causes in the county courts are more frequently 
conducted by other advocates that those who are 
briefed to argue them on appeal. Therefore, it being 
necessary to make provision for ascertaining what 
passed in the court below, the section enacts that, at the 
trial below, the county court judge, at the request of either 
party, shall make a note of any question of law raised, 
and of the facts in evidence in relation thereto, and of 
his decision thereon, and shall, at the expense of the 
parties requiring the same for the purpose of appeal, 
furnish a copy of such note, and he shall sign such copy, 
and the copy so signed shall be used and received on 
such motion, and at the hearing of such appeal. 

Directly the new divisional court of appeal com- 
menced its sittings, and motions were made under the 
above section, discussions occurred about the notes. It 
was argued strenuously, and with much reason, that the 
production of the notes is not a condition precedent to 
the hearing of the motion, and that the proceedings 
before the county court judge may be proved aliunde 
by affidavits or the statements of counsel. Struck with 
the obvious evils of a controversy of affidavits, the 
divisional appeal court at Westminster at once decided 
that the production of the notes was essential, and. that 
affidavits could not be received. ‘ But,” said counsel in 
several cases, “ the county court judge took no notes.” 
“ Was he requested to do so?” the court of appeal 
inguired, and if no such request had been made, ruled 
that the party, and not the judge, was in default. Other 
cases have arisen where a note has been supplied, but of 
so imperfect a kind as to be either unintelligible per se 
or misleading. In one instance the judge below non- 
suited the plaintiff on the opening of the case by his 
advocate, and no note having been made of the opening, 
nor any request preferred that the judge would make 
one—inasmuch as there was not “any question of law 
raised,” except in the mind of the judge himself, at that 
early stage of the trial—the appellate tribunal was in a 
dilemma. More than once it has happened, we understand, 
that complaint has been made of a refusal of the notes by 
the county court judge, whereupon an intimation that he 
ought to furnish them has been given, with, doubtless, 
the proper result. The consequences of a positive non- 
compliance with the intimation of the divisional court 
ate so uncertain that we decline to contemplate them. 





It is time that these hindrances to appeal should be 
removed. Thecounty court judges should learn that the.” 
tendency of the judges of the High Court is rather to sup. 
port than to overrule them, and they ought to be ready 
to facilitate proper appeals. It cannot, of course, be ex. 
pected that they should, in each of the numerous cages 
they hear, take the full notes of a judge at Nisi Prius; 
but a very little exercise of discretion would enable them 
to ascertain, from such circumstances as the nature of 
the claim, the amount in dispute, or the retaining of 
counsel, whether an appeal can or will possibly follow, 
And practitioners in the county court would do well also. 
to anticipate in important cases the possibility of a point 
of law arising which may be the subject of an appeal, 
by previously requesting the judge to take a note—and. 
seeing that he takes it. 





The New Practice. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


APPLICATION FOR FuRTHER ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES. 
—lIn a case of Zhe Chesterfield and Boythorpe Colliery Com. 
pany (Limited) v. Black, before Vice-Chancellor Hall on 
the 13th inst., the defendants had declined to answer cer- 
tain interrogatories, on the ground that the discovery 
sought thereby was not material for the parpose of the 
action. Robinson, Q.C., and Bush, now moved on behalf 
of the plaintiff company, under ord. 31, rr. 9,10, for an 
order requiring the defendants to put in farther answers: 
to the interrogatories. Hall, V.C., held that the discovery 
sought by the interrogatories ought to have been given by 
the defendants, and that, therefore, further answers must. 
be put in within four days. He then stated that this ap- 
plication ought not to have been made by motion, but by 
summons in chambers, and further that the notice of 
motion was wrong in not specifying the particular answers: 
which were objected to. He declined to give the plaintiffs: 
their costs of the motion, and directed that the costs 
should be costs in the cause. 


Coe ee 


JUDGMENT DISMISSING AcTION—OrD. 36, R. 19.—In the 
case of Sullivan y. The National Shipping Company, before 
Huddleston, B., at Nisi Prius, on June 15, on the cause- 
being called on no one appeared for the plaintiff, and the- 
defendants’ counsel accordingly prayed judgment for the 
defendants under ord. 36, r. 19, but expressed a doubt 
whether a verdict ought not to be taken from the jury.. 
The learned judge held that no question need be put leit 
formally) to the jury, as the defendants had no counter-. 
claim, and ordered judgment dismissing the action. 








The Master of the Rolls announced on Thursday that on 
Monday and Tuesday next he would take cases to be heard 
on further consideration, 


Ezra Dyer Winslow, who has been several months in. 
custody on a charge of forgery alleged to have been com- 
mitted in the United States, and whom our Government re- 
fused to surrender under the Extradition Treaty without an 
assurance that he would not be tried for any offences cther: 
than the one upon which his extradition was demanded, 
which assurance the American Government refused to give, 
was discharged on Thursday under a judgo’s order, which 
had been obtained on application in chambers. 


The following were the prizes and certificates in law 
awarded at King’s College, London, at the distribution of 
by the Earl of Harrowby in connection with the 
evening class ton Tuesday last : Special prize 
of £10: Mr. Francis William White; ze given by 
Messrs. Butterworth, of Fleet-street: Mr. John Edwin 
Piper ; the college prize: Mr. Francis William White ;: 
the professor's : Mr. John Hayward ead Mr. Robert 
William Orsighead ; certificates of merit: Mesers. Thomas. 
Jones, G. Ennis, H. N. Oakeshott, Thomas Welch,and 
William Fortescue Barratt. 
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Recent Becisians. 


COVENANT IN LEASE OF PUBLIC-HOUSE 
NOT TO FORFEIT LICENCE. 


(Wooler and Wife v. Knott, Ex.Div., 24 W. R. 615 ; 
L. R. 1 Ex. D. 124.) 


This case may be useful in drawing attention to the 
necessity of a change in the wording of an ordinary 
covenant in leases of public-houses. The form of the 
covenant by the lessee not to forfeit the licence has 
varied very considerably ; in the above case it was some- 
what elaborate in its prohibitions, and provided that the 
lessee “ would not do, omit, or permit, or suffer to be 
done or omitted, any act, matter, or thing whatsoever 
that could or might affect, lessen, or make void either or 
any of the licences for the time being granted to the 
said public-house or inn and premises.” The lessee was 
convicted of keeping the house open during prohibited 
hours, and of permitting drunkenness, and was fined ; but 
the conviction was not indorsed on thelicence. The court 
held that the lessee had not committed a breach of the 
covenant so as to enable the lessor to re-enter under the 
proviso for re-entry; on the ground that, under the 
Licensing Act of 1872, if no indorsement is ordered to 
be made, “the licence is absolutely unaffected.” And 
the Lord Chief Baron seems to have stated (see 24 
W. R. 615) that the licence would not be “affected” 
even by the first indorsement, and that it is only when 
“something has been done which directly operates on the 
licence—when the licence is in such a state by two indorse- 
ments that the conviction for an offence would at once 
avoid the licence—that it can be said to be so 
‘affected’ as to work a forfeiture under the covenant.” 
Huddleston, B., on the other hand, appears to have 
thought that the first indorsement would “affect ” the 
licence ; this certainly appears to be the more 
reasonable view of the effect of this particular form of 
covenant. The lesson of the case is to impress on the 
practitioner the importance of expressly providing in the 
covenant, either that the lessee will not suffer any con- 
viction for an offence against the Licensing Acts, or, at 
all events, that he will not do anything whereby his 
licence may become indorsed. 








Hucieties. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society held at the Law 
Institution on Tuesday last was devoted to the discassion 
of motions concerning the affairs of the society. On the 
motion of the secretary it was resolved that the society's 
annual dinner sbould take place in July next, and a com- 
mittee was appointed to make all arrangements relating 
to it. The society refused a grant from the funds of the 
society towards the dinner expenses, by thirteen votes to 
eleven. Twenty-seven members were present, 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s- inn 
Hall on Wednesday, June 14, when the subject for debate 
was—“That the Government Vivisection Bill will, if 
passed, effect a satisfactory alteration in the law.” The 
motion was carried unanimously. 





Lord Redesdale will move in the House of Lords on 
Friday next, the 23rd inst., that a select committee be 
appointed to join with a committee of the Commons to 
consider the expediency of making further regulations 
concerning the admission and practice of parliamentary 
agents, and to report thereon, 





General Curresponvence. 


PARLIAMENT AND THE COLONtEs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Will you allow me to make two observations on your 
article referring to my letter to the Times on the subject of 
legislation for colonies ? 

1. My sole object was to state and maintain the true con- 
struction, as it appears to me, of the British North America 
Act, 1867. I had no intention of referring to any larger 
question, 

2. The expression, ‘‘ saving the sovereignty of England,” 
which I pointed to in the 28th resolution of the delegates, 
could not have had the meaning which yon attribute to it, 
for this reason (among others) : another resolation (the 
50th) provides in terms for the disallowance by the Crown 
of Bills passed by the Parliament of Canada. 

Delahay-street, June 15. F. S. Reriry. 


{To Mr. Reilly’s first observation 'we can only say that 
the competence of Parliament, proprio vigore, to affect the 
colonies was the only point, as we understood the matter, 
under discussion ; and that the construction of an English 
Act of Parliament could not possibly have any bearing on 
this point. The Act might, indeed, in the case of the 
original grant of a Constitution to any colony, limit the 
extent of such grant, and our object was only to show that 
this consideration did not apply to the particular case in 
question. 

With all deference to Mr. Reilly we consider his second 
observation inconclusive ; the 28th resolution saves 
the prerogative generally, and the 50th deals with a 
particular instance of that prerogative; every convey- 
ancer (and Mr. Reilly is a very eminent conveyancer) 
knows that nothing can be more common than this. We 
only mentioned the particular case as an illustration of the 
class of rights saved by the 28th resolution, and not as ex- 
hausting its effect. But Parliament has nothing to do, ex- 
cept adversely, with prerogative-—Ep. S. J.] 








Appaintntents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuartes Ceci Becks, solicitor, of Northampton, 
has been appointed by the Right Hon. Sir James Hannen 
to the office of District Probate Registrar at that place, in 
succession to the late Mr. William Brooks Gates. Mr. 
C. C. Becke was admitted a solicitor in 1863, and is also 
coroner for the borough of Northampton. 


Mr. NanapHal Harrpas has been appointed to act as a 
Judge of the High Court at Bombay, during the absence 
of Mr. Justice West. 


Mr. Epwarp Mrrams of 5, New-inn, and 71, Highbury- 
hill, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Coart of Judicature. 


Mr. Samvuet Butier Provis, barrister, and one of the 
junior legal assistants to the Local Government Board, has 
been appointed also Private Secretary to Mr. John 
Lambert, the permanent secretary to the Board. Mr. 
Provis is the son of the late Mr. Samuel Provis, of Bath. 
He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter 
Term, 1866, and was formerly a member of the Home 
Circuit. 

Mr. Davin Pvou, solicitor, of Holywell, Dolgelly, Bala, 
and Towyn, has been elected Clerk te the Commissioners of 
Income-tax, &c., at Holywell, in the of Mr. Harry 
Alexander Cope, resigned. Mr. Pugh was admitted a 
solicitor in 1843, and holds a similar appointment at Dol- 
gelly, and is also registrar of the Holywell County Vourt. 


Mr. Epwarp Resves, solicitor (of the firm of Reeves & 
Sons), of Dublin, has been elected ident of the Incor- 
porated Society of Solicitors and Attorneys in Ireland, in 
the place of Sir Richard John Theodore Orpen, deceased. 
Mr. ves was admitted a solicitor at Dublin in 1820, and 
has been for several years one of the vice-presidents of the 

ciety. 
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LEGAL PRACTITIONERS. 


Tnx following Bill, bearing the names of Mr. Charley and 
Mr. Gordon, has been printed :— 

A Bill to amend the law relating to legal practitioners. 

‘Whereas it is expedient to protect the public against 
unskilled and unqualified persons assuming to act as legal 
practitioners, and otherwise to amend the law relating to 
legal practitioners : 

Be it enacted by the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual 
and temporal], and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows :— 

1. Short title.] This Act may be cited as “ The Legal 
Practitioners Act, 1876.” 

2. Remedy against unqualified persons preparing certain 
instruments for gain.—88 & 34 Vict. c. 97, s. 60.] Every 
person who, not being a qualified practitioner, either 
directly or indirectly, for or in expectation of any fee, 
gain, or reward, draws or prepares any instrument which 
‘by ‘The Stamp Act, 1870,” he is forbidden to draw or 
‘prepare, shall for every such offence forfeit the sum of ten 
pounds. 

Penalties incurred under this section are to be sued for 
‘by a qualified practitioner by action brought in the 
county court within the jurisdiction of which the cause of 
-action shail have arisen or the defendant resides at the 
time of bringing such action, and may be recovered with 
fall costs of suit. 

Penalties recovered under this section shall be paid over 
tothe Receiver-General of Inland Revenue, 

3. Barristers to be admitted and enrolled as solicitors on 
certain conditions. |—23 § 24 Vict. c. 127, s. 3.—Every person 
who shall have been a barrister-at-law for a period of not 
lees than jive years, and who, after having ceased to be a 
barrister-at-law, shall have served under articles of clerk- 
ship for a period of two years to a practising solicitor, and 
shall have been examined in such manner as shall be pro- 
vided from time to time by regulations to be issued by the 
Presidents of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Ex- 
chequer Divisions of the High Court of Justice, and the 
Master of the Rolle, and shall have taken the oaths directed 
to be taken by solicitors, shall be entitled to be admitted 
and enrolled as a solicitor of the Supreme Court. 

4. Solicitors to be called to the bar on certain conditions. ] 
Every person who shall have been a solicitor of the 
Supreme Court for a period of not less than jive years, and 
after ceasing to be a solicitor shall have been a student of 
one of the inns of court for a period of two years, and 
shal] have passed the usual examinations for the degree of 
barrister-at-law, shall be entitled to be called to the bar. 

5. Definition of advocates in inferior courts of criminal 
jurisdiction other than courts of quarter sessions,] No person 
shall appear for the prosecution or defence of any person 
charged with an offence before a stipendiary magistrate, 
police magistrate, or justice of the peace, sitting alone or 
in petty sessions, unless the person so appearing is a 
qualified practitioner, or is specially empowered so to 
appear by any Act of Parliament. 

6. Solicitors may appear as pro-tors.| It shall be lawful 
for any certificated solicitor of the Supreme Court to 
appear as a proctor in the provincial courts of Canterbury 
‘and York. 

7. Attestation of bills of sale. 17 & 18 Vict, c, 36.] No 
bill of sale, assignment, transfer, or other document men- 
tioned and comprised in the Act of the seventeenth and 
-eighteenth years of her Majesty, chapter thirty-six, and 
the Acts amending the same, and thereby required to be 
‘registered, shal] be of any force, power, or effect, unless 
there shall be present a qualified practitioner on behalf of 
the person making or giving such document, expressly 
named by him and attending by his request to inform him 
of the nature and effect of the same before the same is 
executed, and such qualified practitioner shall subscribe 
his name as a witness to the due execution thereof, and 
thereby declare himself to be a qualified practitioner, and 
state tbat he acts on behalf of the person making or 
giving the same. 

8. Interpretation clause.) The term “qualified practi- 
tioner” in this Act means and includes any serjeant-at-law, 
‘barrister-at-law, certificatedsolicitor, proctor, notary public, 





——_—~ 





eertificated conveyancer, special pleader, or draughtsman 


in equity. 

9. Saving clause.] Nothing in this Act contained shal] 
be construed to affect any remedy against any person under 
any other Act or Acts whatsoever, or to authorize an 
qualified practitioner to do any act which he is not now 
authorized by law to do. 

10, Extent of Act.] This Act shall not extend to Scotland 
or Ireland. 





THE FUGITIVE SLAVE COMMISSION. 


Tue report of the Royal Commission on Fugitive Slaveg 
has just been issued. It states that the first question for 
the consideration of the committee was as follows :—* The 
nature and extent of such international obligations as are 
applicable to the reception of fugitive slaves by ships of 
the Royal Navy in the territorial waters of foreign States, ” 
The committee have assumed that under this head they 
were required to report on international obligations not 
created by treaty engagements, but such only as are recog. 
nized by maritime Powers in general as applicable to their 
commissioned ships when admitted into the ports and 
waters of foreign States. The reception of fugitive slaves, 
they remark, is not a matter in regard to which there hag 
been any common understanding among nations. The 
jurisdiction of every independent nation within its own 
territory is sapreme. The committee have endeavoured, 
through the Foreign Office, to ascertain the law and 
practice of foreign nations with reference to the recep. 
tion of fagitive slaves on board their ships of war. It ap- 
pears that the question’has not presented itself practically 
to any of them; but much information has been supplied 
to the committee bearing indirectly on the subject. Thus, 
Portugal and Holland own that a slave seeking refuge on 
board a ship of war in the territorial waters of a foreign 
State would have to be surrendered on demand of the 
local authorities. Germany and Italy consider that a ship 
of war is part of the national territory, The Italian 
Minister for Foreign Affairs states that, accordiaog to 
Italian legislation, there can be no doubt ‘that a slave 
who might take refuge on board an Italian ship, con- 
sidered by his Government as a continuance of the national 
territory, whether on the high seas or in territorial waters, 
must be considered as perfectly free.” The United States 
do not give up slaves. Russia and France leave a discre- 
tion to naval officers. 

The next question was, “‘ Whether any engagements into 
which this country has entered bear upon such questions.” 
The committee report that they have examined all the 
treaties having reference to slavery, and that there are 
none, with the exception of the Treaty of 1865 with 
Madagascar. Article 9 of that treaty provides that “no 
subject of the Queen of Madagascar shall be permitted to 
embark on any British ship, except such as shall have 
received a passport from the Malagasy authorities.” 

The third question related to ‘‘all the instructions from 
time to time issued to the commanders of British ships 
having reference to the reception of fugitive slaves.” The 
committee, in answer to this query, publish a number 
of Foreign Office despatches, commencing with Lord 
Clarendon’s in 1856, and state that from the evidence 
they have received it appears that in former years naval 
officers deemed themselves entitled to exercise a wide dis- 
cretion with reference to cases of slaves seeking refuge on 
board their ships, but that the instructions to the officers 
of the navy in late years have limited their discretion, 
and have, moreover, materially varied in character. The 
fourth and last head of the inquiry was ‘‘ Whether in case 
such obligations, instructions, or engagements shall appear 
to be at variance with the maintenance by our ships and 
officers, in whatever waters they may be, of the right of 
personal liberty, any and what steps shall be taken to 
secure for them greater freedom of action in this respect.” 
The committee are of opinion that naval officers should be 
instructed that, although ships ot the Royal Navy should 
not be made a general asylum for fugitive slaves, they are 
not debarred from using their own discretion in retaining 
such fugitives on board and affording them protection on 
principles which they recommend for their guidance. _ 

The committee give the following as the purport of their 
recommendations :— 
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1, While on the one hand naval officers should abstain 
apy active interference with slavery:in countries 


» here it is a legal institution, the commander of a ship of 


war should not be altogether prohibited from exercising 
his discretion as to retaining a fugitive slave on board his 
yessel, whether such slave has come on board clandestinely 
or in any other way. 

9, The cases that present themselves to naval officers 

so much in character that it would be inexpedient, 
even if it were possible, to lay down any strict rules for 
their guidance, under all the different circumstances 
which may occor. 

3. Ships of the Royal Navy shonld not be made a 

eral asylum for fugitive slaves, and the commander 
should, before retaining a slave on board, satisfy himself 
that there is some sufficient reason for so doing, such 
reason, where there is no treaty authorizing the release of 
the slave, consisting, not only in the desire of the slave to 
escape from slavery, but in some circumstances beyond 
this desire. 

4. In dealing with this question the officer should be 
guided, before all things, by considerations of humanity. 
Whenever, in his judgment, humanity requires that the 
slave should be retained on board, as in cases where the 
slave has been, or is, in danger of being cruelly used, the 
oficer should retain him. In other vases he should do so 
only where special reasons exist." 

5, When it appears that the fugitive has been newly 
reduced to slavery, or imported in violation of treaty en- 

ments, or entitled to his freedom under the special pro- 
visions of a treaty, as under the Treaty with Zanzibar of 
1875, he should always be retained. 

6. If the delivery of a fugitive slave whom the officer 
would otherwise have thought it right to retain be claimed, 
on the ground that he has committed a criminal offence— 
that is, an offence for which he would equally have been 
punishable according to the Jocal law if he had been a free 
man, the officer ought, before complying with the request, to 
satisfy himself that the charge is not merely a colourable 
pretext for procuring the restitution of the slave, and also 
that the slave, if delivered up, will not be treated with in- 
humanity. 

7. Where a slave has come on board under such circum- 
stances as give his master a right to expect that he will not 
be harboured there against the msster’s will (as in case of 
slaves attending their masters,on visits of ceremony, or 
entering a ship in order to coal her, or with provisions for 
sale), the slave should not be retained unless his retention 
should appear to be demanded by strong reasons of human- 


ity. 

8 In all cases where the officer decides that the fugitive 
should not be retained, he should consid+«r what course 
would be most for the interest of the slave himself—whether 
to put the slave on shore, or allow him to go on shore, or 
deliver him over to the nearest British diplomatic or consu- 
lar officer, or to the local authorities ; but the officer should 
not compel the slave to leave the ship unless satisfied that 
such measure would not lead to any ill-treatment of him on 
account of his attempt to escape, 

9. Where facilities are available for communicating with 
any of her Majesty’s diplomatic or consular authorities, the 
officer should in all cases, without delay, report to such 
authority the steps he has taken. 

The committee remark that it is obvious that the 
benefits to be derived from these recommendations will 
depend to some extent upon the degree to which a similar 
policy may be adopted by other nations, They do not 
consider it within the scope of their duty to suggest the 
manner in which this result should be brought about, 
but they regard it as a matter of the first importance. 
They observe that the reception of slaves is only a small 
part of the great problem of slavery which this country 
earnestly desires to solve, and must be treated as sub- 
ordinate to that greater purpose. For this end the British 
Government must, if the evidence which they have taken is 
to be trusted, enter into some arrangement with those 
Powers whose ions are in the immediate neighbour- 
hood of the slave-trading districts. If the Red Sea is to 
serve the purpose of the slave-dealer, and the hoisting of 

flag is to protect this traffic, our 
efforts to abolish the slave trade, in the opinion of the com- 
missioners, must be ineffectual. So, again, in Portuguese 





waters, they think we should seek to obtain the right of 


search which under former treaties we It woult 
also be desirable to obtain some modilicatioa of the treaty 
with Madagascar. Some of these matters, the commissioners 
remark, are perhaps beyond the strict limits of the inquiry 
they were appointed to make, but in their opinion the re- 
lease of a & fugitive slaves would have little effect on 
slavery or the slave trade, unless measures were taken 
to block the larger channels through which the slave- 
dealer can still conduct a lucrative trade in African captives. 

Sir George Campbell dissents from the report as to the 
surrender of fugitive slaves, and explains his reasons for 
dissenting. 


Leqal News. 


In a case of Croaker v. Chicago, §c., Railway Company, 
in which, according to the Albany Law Journal, it was held 
that it is unlawful for a railroad corporation to kiss a 
female passenger against her will, the court quote ‘‘the 
beantifol and comprehensive language” of Mr. Justice 
Story in an early case, upon the duty-of delicate behaviour 
on the part of common carriers towards female passengers, 
and judiciously observe : ‘‘ These things were said indeed of 
passage by water, but they apply equally to passage by rail- 
road.” This judicial declaration, the Albany Law Journal 
thinks, will prevent any possible misunderstanding on this 
distinction. 

The Pali Mali Gazette says that at the Exeter Bank- 
ruptcy Court yesterday the jadge said he should, at the 
next court, commit to prison three trastees in bankruptcy 
cases if they did not by that time fulfil the conditions of 
the Act of Parliament, the comptroller having complained 
of their having neglected their duties. The judge said 
persons should not accept the office if they could not dis- 
charge the duties, and the registrar said the office was 
often undertaken by persons who did not understand the 
duties. In two cases the solicitors said there were no 
effects, and the judge remarked that this did not excuse 
the trustees from filing affidavits. 

A charge against a solicitor of intimidating a witness in a 
pending litigation in the Rolls Court was brought before the 
Master of the Rolls on Tuesday. The language attributed 
to the defendant, who is a clerk to a provincial local board, 
was to the effect that the witness had been “sneaking” 
about the courts for the purpose of obtaining information to 
be embodied in an affidavit in the cause. The Master of the 
Rolls pointed out that the complainant had already given his 
evidence, and there was nothing to show that he went in 
bodily fear by reason of any threats used by the defendant. 
Chitty, Q.C., argued that such language to a witness who 
might have to give further evidence was calculated to deter 
him from speaking the truth, and as such was a contempt of 
court. His lordship said he was not disposed to strain the 
rules as to contempt of court, It did not appear that there 
had been any interference with the course of justice or 
any professional misconduct on the part of the solicitor, 
who, if the complainant’s statements were uncontradicted, 
had acted foolishly and improperly ; but that question 
was not now before him. The order asked for—that the 
solicitor should be required to attend and answer for a con- 
temptof court—must be refused. 

The following incident is related as having occurred 
recently in a court in New York city :—Some time 
since Giacomo Lizzardi obtained a judgment against 
Giuseppe Bafii for 85dols. for moneys lent to the 
latter, being an Italian organ grinder. The execution 
was placed in the hands of a deputy-sheriff, who found 
that the only property which the defendant possessed was 
a hand organ, a monkey, and a dog. The sheriff, however, 
did not think it worth while to take possession of thia 
property, and accordingly returned the execution unsatis- 
fied. Proceedings were had for the examination of the 
defendant as a judgment debtor, Bafli testified to his 
ownership of the hand organ, monkey, and dog, and that 
these comprised the sum and substance of his worldly 
goods. “I ask,” said Mr. William F. Kintzing, counsel, 
“ the appointment of areceiver forthe property in question.” 
‘Who would you suggest as such receiver?” inquired 
Judge MoAdam. “ Mr. George L. Simonson,” answered 
Mr. Kintzing, “ a most worthy and trusty man?” ‘I ob- 
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ject,” interposed Mr. Simonson, “ as I have no ear for music, 
no fondness for monkeys, and a special dislike for dogs, 
particalarly at this season of the year.” ‘‘Is there any 
lawyer present,” asked Judge McAdam, “ who differs from 
Mr. Simonson and has a fondness for hand organs, moukeys, 
and dogs?’ After waiting fora while, and there being 
no response among the legal fraternity present, Judge 
McAdam added: “I see none of you have any music in 
your souls. I know a German who will most admirably 
fill all these requisitions. He is not present, but I know 
he will feel highly honoured at the position, and will dis- 
charge the duties with fidelity. The court appoints as 
such receiver Michael Jacobs.” 


The Supreme Court of Indiana, saya the Albany Law 
Journal, is credited with an extraordinary interpretation 
of the terms “incidental expenses” and “stationery.” 
The members of this court have discovered the latent 
meaning of these terms, and have so construed them as to 
include bedsteads, sheeting, oil-cloths, lounges, bureaus, 
chairs, carpets, and even the washing of soiled linen. We 
present a copy of one of the vouchers now on file, as given 
by the Chicago Tribune. It is the most remarkable 
specimen of judicial impropriety we have had occasion to 
record :— 

[Voucher 703.] 
[Allowed February 6, 1873—John Pettit, C.J.] 
Supreme Coart of Indiana bought of Speigel, Thoms, & 





Co. :— dols. 
Dee. 31, 1872, repairing mattress...............00..006 
Jan. 7, 1873, one walnut bedstead 
Jan. 7, 1873, one spring bottom............0.-seeeree ; 
Jan. 7, 1873, one wardrobe.,..........0/sceceesseeee--- 30°00 
Sas? Fy BOT Rene sinc vd on sssnnesensvtcins ss 20:00 
Jan. 7, 1873, one upholstered lounge.............0... 30°00 
Jams; RGR Oem issokcs ..ccsksccvocewisiccsees -BOO 
Jan. 7, 1873, one library chair..................0+++ -.. 650 
Jan. 7, 1873, one large erm rucker................-.. 5°90 
Jan. 7, 1873, one rolling office chair................. 10°00 
Jan. 10, 1873, one walnut bedstead.................-+5 9-00 
Jan. 10, 1873, one spring-bed bottom..............-+- 9:00 
Jan. 10, 1873, one bureau washstand........,.......+. 8:00 
Jan. 22, 1873, one office-table......... . 20°00 


On January 27, 1874, Chief Justice Downey allowed the 
bill of a washerwoman, for washing twenty-four dozen 
and ten pieces of clothing, as a part of the incidental 
expenses of the court. 











Obituarp. 


Mh. ALFRED BATE RICHARDS. 


Mr. Alfred Bate Richards, barrister, died on Monday 
Jast, Jane 12, after a long and painful illness, at the age 
of fifty-six. The deceased was tke eldest son of Mr. John 
Richards. formerly M.P. for Knaresborough, and was 
born at Worcester in 1820. He was educated at the High 
School at Edinburgh, and at Exeter College, Oxford, 
where be took the usual degrees. In Michaelmas Term, 
1845, he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, and 
joiwed the common law bar, but he very soon evinced 
a preference for a literary career, a taste which was 
greatly fostered by his friendship with the Jate Mr. Justice 
Talfourd. He was the author of a novel called, “80 Very 
Haman,” and of “Creeens,” “Cromwell,” and other dramas. 
He was the first editor of the Daily Telegraph, aud in 1870 
he was appointed editor of the Morning Advertiser, and 
continoed in that position until hie death. He had pre- 
viously not given much interest to party politics, but his 
connection with the Morning Advertiser brought him into 
strong antagoniem with Mr. Gladstone's Government, and 
nt the last general election he was solicited to become a 
candidate for Vinebury in the Conservative interest, bat 
he declined the task on account of the pressure of his 
editorial duties, Mr. Richards wes a prominent leader in 
the volunteer movement. He was the convener of the 
great meeting on the subject at St. Martin's Hall in April, 
1899, and was the main orgacizer of the 3rd City of 
London Volunteers, consisting chiefly of working-men. He 
was colme!\ of the regiment from 1499 till 1669, and on 





his retirement he received a handsome testimonial from 
the members of the corps. He was & man of kind and 
genial disposition, and was very popular with those who 
were brought in contact with him. 








Leqislation of the Meek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
June 13.—Trape Union Act (1871) AMEnpMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Tramways Orpers ConrrrMation (Bristor, &c.), 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Satmon FisHERIzs. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


oe 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
June 9.—Witp Fowt Preservation. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Eection or ALDERMEN (CumuLATIVE Vors). 
Mr. WuEELHOUsE moved the second reading of this Bill, 
but the debate was adjourned. 


Customs Duttes. 
Mr. W. H. Surra introduced a Bill for consolidating the 
Customs duties. 


June 12.—ApreLLaTe JURISDICTION. 
T his Bill was read a second time. 


University or Oxrorp. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Army Corps TRAINING. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Jurors’ QUALIFICATION (IRELAND). 


Sir M. Hicxs-Beacu, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said the Act of 1871 instituted a certain rating 
qualification, which, efter a short time, it was found 
necessary to raise by the Act of 1873. A select com- 
mittee sat on the Irish jury system for two sessions, and 
they reported unanimously that the rating qualification 
fixed by the old Act was too low, and that it should be 
raised somewhat higher than it was by the temporary Act 
of 1873. When he came to look into the question it 
occurred to him that it might be settled by adopting a 
household qualification as better than one derived from 
holding a certain number of acres of land. He had, there- 
fore, adopted the principle based on the rateable value of 
houses, and had supplemented it by a qualification arising 
from occupation of lands, tenements, or hereditamente, but 
upon a higher basis than ander the existing law. He also 
included freeholders of £10 and leaseholders of £20 a year — 
The Bill was read a second time. 


Supreme Courr or Juptcature (IrgLanp), 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Suez Canat Suanes, 


The Cuancetxor of the Excuequer introduced a Bill to 
make provision respecting shares in the capital of the Suez 
Canal Company acquired on behalf of the Crown, 


June 13.—Poor Law AMENDMENT, 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses 13 to 19 were agreed to, 

On clause 20, Mr. Metton moved an amendment to en- 
able the board of guardians to recoup the ratepayers for 
money expended for the maintenance of a pauper out of 
any moneys that might become due to the estate of the 
pauper on his death,—The amendment was agreed to, and 
clause, as amended, was ordered to stand part of the 

ill, 

Clauses down to clause 27 were agreed to, 

On clause 28, Mr. Peru moved the omission of the 
words “ born in Ireland,” in line 30, his object. being to 
extend to Englishmen and Scotchmen the asme right of 
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acquiring, a settlement in a particular parish or union 
which was accorded to Irishmen.—The amendment was 
agreed to, aud the clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 

Clauses up to 33 were struck out, and the remainder 

Mr. Sctarer-Boorn moved the insertion of a new 
clause after clause 14, providing that superannuation allow- 
ances should not be affected by service as registrar of 
marriages or sanitary officer.—The clause was agreed to. 

Mr. Scuater-Boorn moved the insertion of a new 
clause after clause 24, providing that boys in receipt of 
aelief might, on their own desire, be forwarded by the 
guardians to examinations for the naval service.—The 
clause was agreed to. 

Mr. ScuateR-Boors moved a new clause providing that 
justices of the peace should make allowances to clerks of 
justices in respect of jury lists.—The clause was agreed to, 
as was also the following clause :—‘‘ The guardians of any 
union, or the managers of any district school, may appoint 
and pay any officer or other competent person to visit 
and report upon the condition, treatment, and conduct 
of any poor child under the age of sixteen who shall have 
gone into service from the district school.” 

Several clauses providing for the proper auditing of 
rates and assessments were added to the Bill. 

Mr. Morean Luioyp moved to insert a new clause de- 
claring that the Local Government Board may authorize 
the election of guardians to hold office for three years.— 
The clause was withdrawn. 

Mr. PEL moved aclause to the effect that the guardians 
of every union or parish should, at the close of each half- 
year, prepare from the accounts of the union or parish 
separate statements for each parish or township of the 
mames of the persons relieved in the half-year, as shown 
by the indoor and outdoor relief lists, and cause the same 
to be fixed on or near to the doors of their respective 
parish churches.—The clause was withdrawn. 

Mr. Serjeant Srmon moved the insertion of a clause provid- 
ing that, although husbands and wives should not be above 
sixty years of age, they should not be compelled to live 

ate and apart.—-On a division the clause was rejected 
by 205 to 59. 

Mr, Acc-GARDNER moved a@ new clause, to prevent an 
owner from being placed or retained on the registry of 
owners entitled to vote for the guardians of the poor of any 
parish unless his statement contained an address within the 
parish for service of notices and objections.—The clause was 
added to the Bill. 

The Bill then passed through committee. 


Army Corrs TRAINING. 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
Clause 1 was agreed to. 
Clause 2 was postponed. 
Clause 3 was agreed to. 
Clause 4 was postponed. 
Clauses 5 to 12 were added to the Bill, and progress was 
then reported. 
Smrrurietp Prison (Dusiiy). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


ParuiAMENTARY AND Municrrat Reorsrration (Borovens). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Government oF THE Merropo tis. 

Lord Excuo moved, “ (1) That the reform of the govern- 
ment of the metropolis with a view to its more efficient uniform 
and economical administration is a question of primary im- 
ce, and deserves the early attention of her Majesty's 
vernment. (2) That such reform should be based on the 
establishment of one municipal administration for the whole 

metropolis.”—The motion was withdrawn, 


Bow-stasar Poiicr-courr. 


Mr. W. H. Smrrit introduced a Bill for the acquisition 


ofa site for the erection of a police-court in Bow-street. 


June 14,.——Paxaissive Bri, 
Sir W. Lawson moved the second reading of this Bill,— 
Ona division the Bill was rejected by 299 to 81. 
Surruvieip Pawson (Dunst). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


‘the proceedings were transferred to the Maneh 





Convictep CHILDREN. 

Sir Eanptey Wrcmor introduced a Bill to enable courts 
and justices to send to a certified reformatory school, 
without previous imprisonment, young children of tender 
ages when convicted of certain felonies and misdemeanours. 


Serrtep Estates Act AMENDMENT. 


Mr. Marten introduced a Bill to amend the Settlel 
Estates Act. 


Sarg oF Inroxicatine Liquors on Sunpay (IRELAND). 
Mr. R. Smyra introduced a Bill (No. 2) to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors on Sunday in Ireland. 


June 15.—E.ementary Epvucarion. 


' The second reading of this Bill was moved, but the 
debate was adjourned. 


Army Corps TRAINING. 
The consideration of this Bill in committee was resumed. 
—The remaining clauses having been agreed to, the Bill, 
as amended, was ordered to be reported to the House. 


Customs Laws ConsoLipaTIoNn. 

Mr. W. H. Sura, in moving the second reading of this 
Bill, stated that its main object was to consolidate the ex- 
isting Customs laws, the sole alterations in those laws being 
in the direction of reducing the penalties now in force in 
respect of infractions of the Customs laws. He did not 
intend then to go through the provisions of the Bill, which 
consisted of 287 clauses, but if the House would consent 
to read the Bill a second time on the present occasion, he 
would undertake that hon. members should have ample 
opportunity for considering the measure before going into 
committee upon it.—The Bill was read a second time. 

Satwon Fisuery (Provistonat Orpers). 
The order of the day for going into committee on this 
Bill was discharged, and the Bill was withdrawn. 
Prevention or Crrues Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Att Sarvts, Moss. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Customs Duttss ConsoLIDATION. 

This Bill was read a second time, 

Srarurs Law Revisron (Sunstrrvrep Ewactments). 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Locat GovernMENT Provistonat Orpgrs, Brisrot, &c. 
(No. 6). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Locat Licut Duss (Repverton). 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Prisons (IRBLAND). 

Sir M. Hicxs-Bracn introduced a Bill to alter and 

amend the law relating to prisons in 





€aurts. 


COUNTY COURTS, 
MancussTsr. 
(Before J. A. Russenz, Esq., QC, Judge.) 
May 19.—Re Ralph Hunt, 
Tranafer of bankruptoy proceedings— Taxation of costs, 

In this case the debtor filed his petition for liquidation in 
the Preston County Court in the monthof July last, bat 
County 
Court by resolution. Notwithstanding this resolution the 
registrar of the county court at Preston taxed the costs of 
the solicitor, although notice of sach taxation bad not been 

iven to the trustee, for whom it was now contended that 
the Preaton County Court had no jurisdiction after the 
passing of the resolution transferring the ing. 

Addleshaw, for the trustee, applied for an onler to set 
aside the taxation, and to have the taxation reviewed, 

Forshaw, opposed the application, arguing that until the 
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file of proceedings was forwarded to the Manchester court 
the Pr eston court had fall jurisdiction. 

The Jupce said he must make the order asked for by the 
tru stee, »s he was of opinion that the costs should have 
been taxed by the Manchester court, and that notice should 
have been given to the trustee. 


SovuTHwakk. 
(Before C. S. WairmorE, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
June 15. 
Costs of substituted service of default summons. 

Hazeldine (solicitor), having applied upon affidavit for 
and obtained an order for substituted service of a default 
summons, asked the registrar to allow the costs of the 
tame. The regisirar, having doubts upon the matter, 
suggested that the judge’s opinion should be taken. 

Hazeldine accordingly applied to the judge for the 
allowance of the costs of substituted service, and in support 
of his application referred to the new scale of charges, and 
to the rules bearing upon the subject—particularly to 
section 4 of the County Courts Act, 1875—basing his ap- 
plication and arguments principally on the genera] powers 
vested in the judge. 

The Jupcr said that he was of opinion that there was 
rot sufficient power vested in him to add to the scale of 
charges already provided, which he regretted, as it ap- 
peared clearly to be a casus omissus, and one which should 
receive the attention of the authorities in the event of a 
new scale of costs being propounded. He, however, allowed 
the costs of an ordinary affidavit of service. 





WESTMINSTER POLICE COCRT. 
June 10.—The Queen v. Weare. 
Adulteration of milk—Jurisdiction of metropolitan police magis- 
trates—Plea of autrefois acquit. 

The defendent was a Wiltshire farmer who supplied the 
prosecutor, a London dairyman, with milk. The purchaser 
bad some of the milk analyzed, and in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act handed a portion of the sample back 
to the vendor in order that he might procure a counter- 
analysis, if be pleased. A summons was taken out at the 
Westminster Pojice-court under section 6 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63). 

At the first hearing on Friday, May 19, the case for the 
prosecution was opened ; the analyst's certificate, which is 
made prima facie evidence by section 21, was put in, the 
analyst not being present ; and the prosecutor was examined 
in chief. It then appeared that the milk had been ordered by 
a letter posted in Chelsea ; that the order had been accepted 
by a letter in Wootton Bassett ; and that the arrange- 
ment was that the milk should be delivered to the prosecutor 
at Paddington Railway Station, whence he fetched it in his 
vans. 

Blake Odgers, for the defendant, took three objections : 
first, that the analysis was not in proper form ; 
secondly, that, by section 12, “the public analyst” 
must be the one appointed for the district in which 
the is made, and that would be either the 
analyst for Wiltshire or for Marylebone, but not the analyst 
for Chelsea ; and, thirdly, that the penalty under the Act 
eould only be recovered before “ justices in petty sessions 
assembled, having jurisdiction in the place where the 
article or drug sold was actnally delivered to the pur- 
ebaser ;” that Paddington Railway Station was in the 
district of the Marylebone Police-court, and that there- 
fore the magistrate of the Westminster Police-court could 
not hear the summons. 

Montague Williams, for the prosecutor, relied on sections 
13, 14, and 44 of 2 & 3 Vict. c. 71, as showing that any 
police magistrate could try any offence committed within 
the Metropolitan Police District. 

Mr. Axnotp held that when sitting at Westminster he 
could only try offences committed within the district 
assigned to the Westminster Police-court ; and that the 
sections quoted only enabled him, if need be, to sit for 
one of his brother magistrates, and when 60 sitting to do 
all that the proper magistrate of that district conld do. 
He sccording\y dismissed the summons, 

A fresh summons, however, was taken out on May 25, 
the hearing of which was fixed for June 10, 





Blake Odgers took the objection that the second summons 
was illegal, as the defendant had slready been lawfully 
acquitted of the same offence. He quoted Wemyss vy. 
Hopkins, 23 W. R. 691, L. R. 10 Q. B. 378, and Masper 
and Wife v. Brown, 24 W. R. 369, to show to what lengths 
the common law maxim, Nemo bis vexari debet pro eadem 
causd, had been recently carried. And besides the common 
law, the 14th section of the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, made the 
certificate of dismissal ‘‘a bar to any subsequent informa-- 
tion or complaint for the same matters against the same 
party.” And in this case there could be no need of a 
certificate, as the attempted rehearing was to come on 
before the same magistrate who had dismissed the first 
summons, If it was objected that the case had not been 
dismissed on its merits, he replied that that made no. 
difference, for now the magistrate had held that he had 
jurisdiction, and, if so, he had on May 19, and thus the 
defendant was standing his trial before a competent 
tribunal, and having once been in peril and acquitted, he 
could not be tried again. The proceedings on the first 
summons were a “hearing’’ ; for even if no evidence be 
offered, the prosecutor announcing that he means to. 
withdraw from the case, the magistrate’s certificate to 
that effect will be a bar to all further proceedings: Brad- 
shaw v. Vaughton, 9 W. R. 120. Moreover, in this 
case, it would be a great hardship to the defendant to 
proceed with the case afresh, for in the interval his 
position had materially changed for the worse. Dr. Muter, 
who had analyzed his portion of the sample and found it 
perfectly pure milk, had at the close of the former hearing 
flung away the remainder, believing the case to be at an 
end, so that now defendant could not claim to have it sent 
to Somerset House under section 22. 

After hearing M. Williams, for the prosecutor, 

Mr. Arnotp held that it would not be safe to go on with 
the second summons, but he suggested that the prosecutor 
should apply to the Queen’s Bench Division for a manda- 
mus to compel him to proceed with the first. 

The second summons was therefure adjourned sine die. 








LEGAL PRACTITIONERS IN IRELAND. 


Tue following Bill is now before Parliament :— 

1. Short title] This Act may be citedas *‘The Legal 
Pract‘tioners (Ireland) Act, 1876.” 

2. Amendment of 12 ¢ 13 Vict. c. 53, 8. 2.] The Act 
specified in the first column of the schedule annexed hereto 
is hereby repealed to the extent specified in the third columa 
of the said schedule, except as to anything heretofore duly 
done thereunder, and except so far as may be necessary for 
the purpose of supporting and continuing any proceedings 
taken before the passing of this Act. 

It shall be lawful for any judge of the superior courts of 
law and equity to authorize an attorney or solicitor to com- 
mence an action or suit for the recovery of his fees, charges, 
or disbursements against the party chargeable therewith, and 
also to refer his bill of fees, charges, and disbursements, and. 
the demand of such attorney and solicitor thereupon, to be 
taxed and settled by the proper officer of the court in which 
such reference shall be made, although one month shall not 
have expired from the delivery of the bill of fees, charges, or 
disbursements, on proof to the satisfaction of the said judge 
that there is nited cause for believing that the party 


chargeable therewith is about to quit Ireland, or to become 


a bankrupt or a liquidating or compounding debtor, or to 
take any other steps ordo ay other act which, in the 
opinion ef the judge, would tend to defeat or delay such 
attorney or solicitor in obtaining payment. 

3. Power to covrts of justice to charge prop rty recovered 
w ith payment of costs,—23 § 24 Vict. c. 127, 8, 28.] In every’ 
case in which an attorney or solicitor shall be employed to 
prosecute or defend any suit, matter, or proceeding in any 
court of justice, it shall be lawful for the coart or judge be- 
fore whom sny such suit, matter, or proceeding has beon 
heard or shall be es mag to declare such attorney or soli- 
citor entitled to a charge upon the property recovered or 
preserved, and upon such declaration being made such at- 
torney or solicitor shall have a charge upon and against anda 
right to payment out of the property, of whatsoever nature, 
tenure, or kind the rame may be, which shall have been re-. 
covered or preserved through the instramentality of an 
such attorney or solicitor, for the taxed costs, charges, an 
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expenses of or in reference to such suit, matter, or proceed- 
ing ; and it shall be lawful for sach court or judge to make 
such order or orders for taxation of and for faising and pay- 
ment of such costs, charges, and expenses out of the said 
property as to such court or judge shall appear just and 
proper; and all conveyances and acts done to defeat or 
which shall operate to defeat such charge or right shall, 
unless made to a bond fide purchaser for value without no- 
tice, be absolutely void and of no effect as against such charge 
orright: Provided always, that no such order shall be 
made by any such court or judge in any case in which the 
right to recover payment of such costs, charges, and expenses 
is barred by any Statute of Limitations. 


SCHEDULE. 





Date of Act. Title. Extent of Repeal. 








12 & 18 Vict. ¢. 53... | Am Act for con-, Section 2, from 
solidating and: ‘“ Providedalso, 
amendingseve-| that it shall be 
ral of the laws; lawful for any 
relating to at-| judge of the 
torneys and s0-| superior courts 
licitors practis-| of law and 
ing in Ireland. equity ”’ to end 
of section. 











LAWYERS’ FEES. 


THERE is a great deal of false sentiment in the world on 
the subject of lawyers’ fees. Many seem to entertain the 
opinion that it is wicked for lawyers to demand compensa- 
tion. Others think that the bar is a sort of public institu- 
tion, bound to afford advice and service to all applicants at 
all hazards, and that anything bestowed in the way of 
recompense is @ mere gratuity. A great many virtuous 
men in practice inculcate the idea that it is praiseworthy 
to cheat a lawyer. Labour, generally designated as 
‘“ horny-handed,” cannot appreciate the right of a man to 
get a living without physical tugging and sweating ; capital, 
frequently stigmatized by the impecunious as ‘‘ bloated,” 
cannot understand how anybody is entitled to any piace 
in the world without the employment or possession 
of money. In some extra-sentimental communities 
lawyers are forbidden to demand any compensation, and 
are left to the mercy of those whom they serve. In very 
many communities lawyers are prohibited from having 
any pecuniary interest in the result of the suits in which 
hey are employed. In this State, for instance, where it 
is supposed that the old doctrines of champerty and main- 
tenance have been abrogated, it is still unlawful for a 
lawyer to buy a promissory note or other obligation for 
the purpose of suing it. 

All these ideas are remnants of a system which in most 
other respects we have outgrown. ey are founded in 
the same belief in total depravity which for so many cen- 
turies denied to an acoused person the privilege of being 
sworn on his own behalf. The theory was that human 
nature is so vile that men incline to perjury and extortion, 
and the only safety is not giving them a chance to sin. 

We have recently had a peculiar exposure of the popular 
notions about lawyers’ fees in the case of Mr. O’Conor. 
Doubtless there had obtained among the public the belief 
that Mr. O'Conor hadjbeen serving Mrs. Forrest gratuitously, 
and “ finding himself ;”’ and the public received a shock on 
being undeceived ; but below this was the scarcely concealed 
ages that at all events Mr, O'Conor ought to have served 

Forrest for apes 4 and that it was reprehensible in 
him to want to be for his work. Still more wicked 
was it for him to lend her money. Think of the turpitude ofa 
lawyer who is guilty in the first place of having monoy to 
lend, and then of lending it to his client! There ought to 
be a statute against that, and we hope our next Legislature 
will look to it. At all events if a lawyer will stoop to lend 
his client money, he should be prohibited from charging any 
interest for the loan, There is somothing in the idea ao 
very shocking to the finer feelings. Such transactions 


ought to be in the nature of an honorarium on both sides. 

The money lenders who shave the notes of distressed trades- 
men at from ten to twenty per cent. are completely over- 
whelmed by the spectacle of Mr. O’Conor’s lending money 

to his client and charging simple interest. It interferes. 
with their trade. The great lawyer has shared the experience 

of every other lawyer who ever had a female client, that, 

angelic as she is, theoretically, she is ignorant, like the 

argels, of worldly affairs, and so expects three things, with 
respect to her attorney: first, to monopolize his time and 

attention ; second, to find fault with him and be dissatisfied 

from first to last ; and third, not to pay him much, if any- 

thing, for his services. For our own part, we are perfectly 

willing that the visits of our feminine clients shall be like 

those of other angelic visitants, ‘‘sbort and far between.” 

But now that the community have ascertained that Mr. 

O’Conor was not working simply for glory, fame, chivalry, 
&c., &c., how has the great man dropped down in the es- 
timate of the many-headed ! 

Another popular notion is, that even if you grant that 
lawyers are to be paid something, it is best for the public 
safety to limit the measure of their compensation by legisla- 
tive enactment. This is after ail only a roundabout way 
of accomplishing the same plan of denying recompense for 
legal services. ‘The public authorities decree what private 
individuals practice. And so a liberal and learned pro- 
fession might become the prey of a mob of ignorant, stupid, 
and venal legislators. In commerce, and in every other 
profession, indeed, the price or rate of compensation may 
safely be left to quantum meruit. Why should not the same 
rule prevail in the law ? 

Undoubtedly there is more practical difficulty in ascer- 
taining the just measure of compensation in the legal pro- 
fession than in any other, and greater differences of opinion 
arise. In a recent case in the city of New York, where Mr. 
Elbridge Gerry brought suit for compensation fur legal ser- 
vices in an important will case, the estimates of lawyers as. 
to the value of his services varied from five hundred to ten 
thousaud dollars ! 

In consideration of these facts, we do not agree with some 
that it is reprehensible in a lawyer to have an interest in the 
possible recovery for his compensation. There is probably 
not a layman in the country who would think it indelicate 
or oppressive in his lawyer to decline to demand compensa- 
tion in a case where his client was defeated, or to es- 
timate his compensation upon a per-centage of the 
Tecovery in a case where he was successful. Indeed, it is 
the constant practice of lawyers to mitigate their charges 
where their clients have not proved successful, and to share 
in their successes. Now, what is the objection to making 
the arrangement a matter of pre-contract? Certainly in 
actions ex con/ractu there can be none, whatever a fastidious 
delicacy might say of actions of tort. 

Whatever casuists may decide upon these points, it is 
quite certain that if the lawyers will consent, the world will 
be quite willing not to pay them. “ Religion and law indeed 
should cost nothing, or nearly nothing, to the individual,’ 
says the atheist Rousseau, in Landor’s “ Imaginary Con- 
versations”” ; and even the good Quaker Penn, according to. 
the same authority, had sentiioental notions about the com- 

nsation of the judges of Pennsylvania, as we see in the fol- 
owing : ‘‘ Peterboreugh. What salaries have these people ? 
or rather, what compensation for loss of time? Pena. 
Thou speakest too English. Loss of time! This at 
least is not the portion of it that is iost. We repay them 
as is reasonable for the good they do. Peterborough. That 
is what I asked : but how! Penn. By enabling them to 
do more good.” The only wonder is how Landor came to 
overhear so many veritable conversations, and had the 
modesty to call them Imaginary.— dibeny Law Journal, 





Zaw Students’ Sournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Tarity Examivatron, 1876. 

General Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, held 
at Linoola’s-inn Hall, on the 29th, 30tb, and Slet of May,. 
and let and Qnd of June, 1876. 

The Council of Legal Edacation have awarded to- 

Frederick Whianey, of Lincola’s-inn, and Stuart Macaskie, 
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of Gray’s-inn, Esqs., studentships in Jurisprudence and 
Roman Civil Law, of one hundred guineas, to continue for 
& period of two years ; to William Donald Spence, of the 
Middle Temple, and Alfred Herbert Lush, of Gray’s-inn, 
Esqs., studeniships in Jurisprudence and Reman Civil Law, 
of one hundred guineas, for one year; to Miles Walker 
Mattinson, of Gray’s-inv, Esq., a certificate of honour of 
the second class ; and to Henry Warrington Smyth Baden- 
Powell, Dalrymple James Belgrave, Percival Broadbent, 
Henry William Challis, Henry Hutt Cunningham, George 
Drinkwater, Charles John Ebden, George Hone Hone 
Goldney, Abraham Lionel Hart, Thomas Herbert Kershaw, 
John Bridges Lee, Clement Elphinstone Lloyd, George 
Macan, Cyril Percy Munday, Esqs., the Hon. Mark Francis 
Napier, Cuthbert John Ottaway, John William Proudfoot, 
Herbert Parker Read, Charles Garner Richardson, William 
John Richardson, Louis Wilfrid Guise Rivett-Carnac, 

Arthur Hammond Robin, Robert Henry Sayle, and Thomss 
Sutherst, of the Inner Temple ; Charles Richard Amesbury 
Birch, Slade Butler, Narsarvanji Pestonji Cama, Patrick 
Alexander Donald Carnegy, Walter Coates, Walter Borth. 

wick Cracknall, Samuel Smith Dorsett, Radhikaprasad 
Ghosh, Granville George Greenwood, Richard Evans 
Hamer, Beaumont Morice, Robert Purrier Mytton, Albert 
Edward Nelson, William Watt Orr, William Tucker, Thomas 
Rowland Drake Wright, and Alexander Coghill Wylie, of 
the Middle Temple; Herbert Henry Asquith, George 
Fisher Russell Barker, William Frederick Barry, Henry 

Alleyne Bovell, Henry Storr Bowen, Frederick Brunning- 

Maddison, Tredway Sydenham Clarke, William Cassell 

Maude, Choy Ng., Peter O'Kinealy, Walter Scrimgeour, 

and John Francis Waggett, of Lincoln’s-inn ; and Edward 

Cant-Wall, of Gray’s-inn. Esqs., certificates that they have 

satisfactorily passed a public examination. 

The following students passed a satisfactory examination 
in Roman Civil Law only:—C. S. Bayley, H. E. Beck, 
J. T. Bent, C. M. Chapman, G. A. Dharmeratne, G. C. 
Dicker, A. Dryden, F. W. Dunston, C. E. M. Edwards, 
BE. G. Green, O. H. Hardy, R. A. Jones, P. Middleton, 
N.B. Motabhoy, E. H. Parker, W. B. Perceval, H. A. Perry, 
J. A. Seully, L. Shirres, J. Slater, A. L. Smith, B. A. 
Smith, FP. L. 8. Smyth, T. Snow, E. Strode, A. Tillotson, 
and H. H. Warren, Esqs. 








Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
SUMMER CIRCUITS. 
Souru-Eastern. 
(Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn wz Mr. Baron Huppie- 
STON. 

Lewes, July 5 ; Maidstone, July 10 ; Chelmsford, July 17 ; 
Hertford, July 20; Huntingdon, July 24; Cambridge, 
July 26; Bury St. Edmunds, July 31; Norwich, August 4. 

Wesrery, 
(Mr. Justice Buacxsurw and Mr. Baron AMPHLETT.) 

Salisbury, June 29 ; Winchester, July 3; Dorchester, July 
10 ; Exeter July 13; Bodmin, July 20; Wells, July 25 ; 
Bristol, July 31. 

NortTuren. 
(Mr. Baron Beamwewtand Mr. Justice Lixpiey.) 

Carlisle, June 29 ; Appleby and Lancaster (same day), 
Suly4; Manchester, July 8 ; Liverpool, July 22, 

Noxru-Easrexun. 
(Mr. Justice Lusu and Mr. Justice Denman.) 

Durham, June 20; Newcastle, July 6; York, July 15 ; 
Leeds, July 22. 

Mrpianp. 


(Mr. Jastice Mettor and Mr. Justice Firvp.) 
™ Aylesbury, June 29; Bedford, July 1; Northampton, 
July 5; Leicester, July 8; Oakham, July 13; Lincoln, 
1 iene uly 20 ; Derby, July 25 ; Warwick, 
uly 29. ' 
Oxroxp. 


(Mr. Justice Burrr and Mr, Justice Guovr.) 
Reading, Jane 28; Oxford, July 1; Worcester, July 6; 








ae 


Stafford, July 10; Shrewsbury, July 19; Hereford, July 25; 
Monmouth, July 28 ; Gloucester, August 2. 


Norra WAtes, 
(Lord Chief Baron Kztty,) 
Newtown, July 4; Dolgelly, July 8; Carnarvon, Jul 
11; Beaumaris, July 14 ; Ruthio, July 17; Mold, July 
20; Chester, July 24; Swansea, July 29. 


Sourn WALEs. 
(Mr. Baron CrEassy.) 
Haverfordwest, July 1; Cardigan, July 8; Carmarthen, 
July 12; Brecon, July 17; Presteign, July 21 ; Chester, 
July 24; Swansea, July 29, 


Lord Coleridge, C.J., Mr. Justice Quain, Mr, Justice Archi 
bald and Mr. Baron Pollock, will remain in town. 

Lord Coleridge, C.J., will open the Commission for 
Surrey, at Guildford, on Saturday, July1, and commence 
business on Monday, July 3, at 11 a.m. 





CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF Master OF THE 
Date. APPEAL. Rotts. 

Monday, June19 Mr. Teesdale Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday .... 20 Holdship Clowes 
Wednesday .. 21 Ward Pemberton 
Thursday .... 22 Holdship Clowes 
Friday... .... 23 Teesdale Clowes 
Saturday .... 24 Ward Pemberton 


V.C. Matins. V.C. Bacon. V.C. Hatt. 


Monday, June 19 Mr. Leach Mr. King Mr. Merivale 
Tuesday .... 20 Latham Farrer Milne 
Wednesday .. 21 Leach King Merivale 
Thursday .... 22 Latham Farrer Milne 
Friday ..... . Leach King Merivale 
Saturday .... 24 Latham Farrer Milze 


COURT OF APPEAL. 

Cause List ror Trinity Sirrincs. 
APPEALS FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, 
1876. 

— v Ashley Ashley v Ashley Ashley v Ashley Apps 
of T J Pitfield, L M Dyer, H C Butler, and Lord Abingdon, 
oo y C Malins pt hd—April 3 ordered to staad over till 
July 

Maddy v Hale app of plt pt hd V C M.—April 6 

Morris v Bradburn app ot deft V C B.—April 7 

Cunliffe v Brancker app of plts M R.—April 8 

Cooper v Cooper app of deft V C B.—April 8 

Judd v Green app of plt V C B.—April 12 

Andersson v Welsby app of deft J G Parker from V C of County 
Palatine of Lancaster (Liverpool District)—April 20 

Wall v Dunn app of defts V C M.—April 20 

Pocock v Attorney-Gen app of plt VC H.—April 21 

Lee v Clutton appofplt M R.—April 27 

Baring v Stanton app of deft V C B.—April 28 

Rogers v Ingham appofplt VC H.—May 2 

In ges a a Tunneling Co, limd app of Co, 
M R.—May 

Bassett v The Cornwall Minerals Ry Co app of defts VC H.— 
May 4 

Wade Gery v Handley appofplt VC B,—May 5 

Tayloy v Taylor Taylor v Keily app of plt M R.—May8 

ln re The West Hartlepool Iron Co, limd Ex parte West 
Hartlepool Improvement Commissioners app of Commis- 
sioners V C B.—May 10 

Inte The Tees Bottle Co, limd, and Cos Acts app of John 
Allan V C M.—May 11 

In re The European Assurance Society Arbitration Act, and the 
Royal Naval, Military, and East India Co Life Assurance 
Society (Dowse’s case) app of Caroline Dowse from arbitra- 


tor May Il 

Pollard v Yardley app of deft Louisa C F Atkins, widow 
VCBi—May 12 

In re Britland, Potter, & Co, limd app of J. H. Warhurat 
Vv CM.--May 16 

Armitage v Gregson cmp i. delin VC B.—May 17 

Mason v Stewart app of deft G C Stewart from V C of County 
Palatine of Lancaster (Liverpool District) May 17 

The Nene Valley Drainage and Navigation Improvement Com- 
ne a (204d D )vD y app of deft MR.— 

cS 

In re The European Assurance Society Arbitration Act, and 
the Euro Assurance Society (Rausay’s case) app of WE 

Kameay from arbitrator—May 18 
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In re The European Assurance Society Arbitration Act, and 
the British Nation Life Assurance Association (Miller’s case) 
app of R Miller from arbitrator—May 20. ° 

In re The European Assurance Society Arbitration Act, and 
the British Nation Life Assurance Association (Barton’s case) 
app of Wm Barton frem arbitrator—May 20 

Quilter v Berridge appl of deft VC M.—May 20 

The Phospate Se Co, limd v Hartmont appl of deft 
E. H. Hartmont C M.—May 22 

‘The Phosphate Sewage Co, limd, v Hartmont appl of deft 
F. W. Englebach VC M.—May 30 

Hervey Bathurst v Stanley, Craven v Stanley appl of deft 
Sir John Errington, Bart M R.—May 25 

Salamon v Sopwith appl of defts VC M.—May 27 
Inre The National sf 
VC B.—June 1 

Bigsby v Dickinson appl of plt V C B.—June 2 

In re The Bradford Tramways Co appl of Lords Commissioners 
of H.M. Treasury V CU M.—June 2 

Eaglesfield v Marquis of Londonderry appl of defts The Cambrian 
Ry Coandanr M R.—June 7 

Eaglesfield v Marquis of Londonderry app! of defts The Marquis 
of Londonderry and ors M R,—June 7 

— v Hansard, appl of defts, The Crystal Palace Ce V CB. 
—June 
In re Heaton’s Steel and Iron Co, limd (Blyth’s case) appl of 

Henry Blyth V CH.—June 8 
From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions. 
Murdoch v Mathew appl of dft. M R.—May 12 
Adie v Clark appl of plt V C B.—May 12 
Mostyn v Emanuel appl of pli V C B.—May 18 
In re The National Funds Assurance Co limd, original motn of 
Co pt hd S. O. to come on with appl by order May 23 
Flower v Lloyd appl of defts VC B.—May 23 
In re Cooke’s Estate Murr v Cooke appl of deft V C H.—June 2 


APPEALS FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


Purnell v The Great Western Ry Co and anr app ofdefts from 
Justices Blackburn and Lush pt hd (SO for notice of appl 
to be given to deft Harris) Feb 8 

Rustomjee v Her Mojesty the Queen app of suppliant 
(petition of right) from LC J and Justices Blackburn and 
Tom Feb 29 


The Queen v Steel and ors app of prosecutors from Justices 
Blackburn, Mellor, and Lush On Crown aide March 3 

Kynoch v Wilson app of defts on Special Case from Justices 
Blsckburn, Quain, and Field March 4 

The Queen v Benjamin Collins app of deft from LC J and 
Justices Mellor and Field On Crown side March 8 

Hudson v Tabor app of plt from L C Justice and Justices Mel- 
lor and Quain March 25 ‘ 

Kopitoff v Wilson and ors app of defts from Justices Black- 
burn, Quain, and Field April 21 

Blackall v Malcolm app of defts on Bill of Exceptions Action 
tried before Mr. Justice Blackburn April 22 

Black v Doxford and anr app of defts Ord nisi granted 
returnable before Court of sore! May 3 

Robson v The North-Eastern Ry Co app of defta from Justices 
Blackburn and Field May 1l 

The Bishop of Exeter v Hawkins app ofdefts from L C Justice 
and Justices Blackburn, Mellor, and Field May 11 

Hopkins and anr v The Great Northern Ry Co app of deft on 
sp c from Justices Blackburn and Quain May 1d 

Robinson vy The River Wear Commissioners app of plt from 
Justices Blackburn, Mellor and Field May 16 

Turner v Samson app of deft from Justices Blackburn, Lush, 
and Field May 17 

Shand and ors v Bowes and anr “pp of plts from Justices 
Blackburn, Mellor, and Lush May 

Purnell v The Great Western Ry Co app of plts andors Order 
nisi granted returnable before Court of Appeal May 23 

Bunn v Richardson and anr app of plt from L C Justice and 
Justices Mellor, Lush, and Quain May 31 

ay and ors v Hull Dock Co app of deft Co from Justices 

lackburn, Mellor and Quain June 3 
Sugg v Silber app of deft Order nisi granted returnable before 
ourt of Appeal June 9 


APPEALS FROM THE COMMON PLEAS DIVISION, 


Justice v The Mersey Steel and Iron Co (limd), app of plfffrom 

hon ae and Justices Grove and Archibald Nov 20, 
pt 
Republic of Peru v Weguelin’and anr (No. )) opp of defts from 
ustices Brett, Grove, and Denman April 1: 

Same v Same (No, 2) ditto 

Keary and anr v Fenwick and ors app of deft Fenwick, from 
Lord Coleridge and Justices Denman and Lindley April 20 

Same v Same app of defte Armstrong and Stanley, from Lord 
Coleridge ustices Denman and Lindle 


y 1:20 
Chatterton v Cave “pp of pits a _— Coltsidgeand Justices 
joy May 


of deft from Lord Coleridge and Justices 
May 1 


Brett, G id 
Marsh ieee. ’ Pe 
Brett and Liad 





unds Assurance Co, limd appl of Co |, 





Griffith v Taylor, Thatcher v Taylor app of deft from Lord 
Coleridge and Justices Brett and Archibald May 11 

Simpson and anr v Chadwick app of deft from Lord Coleridge 
and Justices Brett and Archibald May 17 

Brantom v Griffits and ors app of defts from Justices Brettand 
Archibald May 22 : 

Kenworthy v Sidebotham app of defts from Justices Brett, 
Denman, and Archibald in the matter of a plaint in the County 
Court of Ashton-under-Lyne May 22 

The Metropolitan Ry Co v Brogden and ors app of defts from 
Lord Coleridge and Justices Brett, Grove, and Lindley May 25 

Corrie v Mayo app of deft from Lord Coleridge and Justices 
Brett and Lindley May 29 

Stone v Mayor, &c., of Yeovil app of defts from Justices Brett 
and Archibald May 30 

Rourke v White Moss Coal Co, Limd app of pit from Lord 
Coleridge and Justices Archibald and Lindley May 30 

Dingham & Co v Alexander & Co and anr app of deft Geerge 
Bannister, jun., against defts Alexander & Co from Justices 
Brett and Denman May 31 

Adamson v Shell app of deft from Justices Brett, Grove, and 
Archibald June 2 


APPEALS FROM THE EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 


Borrowman v Drayton =< plts from L C Baron and Barons 
Cleasby and Amphlett 23 

Nicholls v Marsland app of plt from L C B and Barons Bram- 
well, Cleasby, and Amphlett Jan4 

Gadd v Houghton andanr app of defts from LC Baron and 
Barons Pollock and Huddleston Jan 20 

Nathanson v Haarbleicher and anr app of plt from Barons 
Cleasby and Amphlett Jan 31 

The Monmouthshire Ry and Canal Co v Bevan and anr app of 
oat from LC Baron and Barons Pollock and Huddleston 

eb 2 

Wooler and anr v Knott app of plts from L C Baron and 
Baron Huddleston Feb 18 

Durant and ors v Robinson app of deft from Barons Bramwell, 
Amphlett, and Huddleston March 1 

Browning v Terrero app of deft from: Barons Bramwell, 
Amphlett, and Huddleston March 7 

Lewis v Carr appl of plaintiff from Barons Bramwell, Cleasby, 
and Amphlett March 10 

Andrew v Wood and anr app of plt from L C B and Barons 
Pollock and Huddleston March 16 

Pooley and anr v Great Eastern Ry Co app of pits from L C 
Baron and Barons Cleasby and Pollock May 4 

Dempster v North Eastern Ry Co app of defts from Barons 
Bramwell and Cleasby May 6 

White v Midland Ry Co app of defts from Barons Bramwell, 
Cleasby, and Pollock May 13 

Snelling and anr v Farthing app of pitsfrom LC B and Baron 
Bramwell May 18 

Abbott v Freeman app of deft from L C B and Baron Huddle- 
ston May 20 

Apsden v Seddon and ors, Preston v Seddon and ors app of 
defts from Barons Bramwell and Cleasby May 22 

Roberts v Urwin app of deft from L C Baron and Barons 
Cleasby and Pollock May 23 

Manuel v Cook app of deft from L C Baron, and Barons Pol- 
lock and Huddleston May 30 

Rose v North-Eastern Ry Co app of plts from L C Baron and 
Baron Cleasby May 31 

Watson v Hodgson app of deft from Barons Bramwell and 
Cleasby June 3 

Cross v L’Hollier app of plt from Barons Bramwell, Amphlett, 
and Huddleston June 3 

ere : Stobbs app of deft from Barons Bramwell and Cleasby 

une 


APPEALS FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 

Ship Corinna 1875—O—No. 95.—Owners, Master, and Crew of 
the Mary Anne and ors v Owners of the Corinna and Freight 
app of defts from Sir R J Phillimore Mareh 10 (to be heard 
with nautical assessors) 

Ship City of Cambridge 1875—M.—No.15—Maloolmsen and 
others v Owners of the City of Cambridge app of defts from 
Sie R J Phillimore A 22 (to be heard with nautical 


assessors) 
Ship Medina 1876—N.—Ne. 235 app of defts from Sir R J 
Phillimore May 13 
Ships John Wells & Loreley 1875—H.—26 and oe 
and ors v Goole Steam Shi Co, Goole Steam po yh 


v Hough and ors actions of 
ors from Sir R J Phillimore May 24 fo Ne hens oath 
nautical ae 

Cargo ex Schiller-—No, 7,853 and No, 7,854—1876—L.—Noe, 1 
Legg and ors v Owners of the cargo ex er 
actions app of defts from Sir R J Phillimore May 31 
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APPEALS FROM THE LONDON COURT OF BANK- 
ROPTCY. 


= re on ot 
nre 8 
In re Eat 
In re Collie 


In re Michael 
In re Rankin 
In re Oakley 
In re Wright 
In re Daniell 
In re Pooley 
= re = enkin 
nre Nugent 
In re Nugent 


Ex parte Cannot 

Ex parte Creditor’s Assignee 
Ex parte Marris 

Ex parte Manchester and 

County Bank, limd 

Ex parte Wrenn 

Ex parte Fletcher 

Ex parte Paterson 
Ex parte Arnold 
Ex parte Marley 
Ex parte Price 
Ex parte Jenkin 
Ex parte Nugent 
Ex parte Nugent 


APPEALS FROM THE DIVISIONAL COURT OF 
APPEAL. 


James Howes v The Board of Inland Revenue app of James 
Howes from Baron Cleasby and Justices Grove and Field 


Feb 17 


The Worcester Local Board of Health v The Guardians of 


Droitwich Poor Law Union a 


pp of the Droitwich Guardians 


from Baron pe | and Justice Field Feb 23 


The Tottenham 


Board of Health v Rowell (Executor of 
Michael Rowell, deceased) ap 
Baron Cleasby and Justice Fiel 


of the Local 
March 22 


oard from 


Before the Master or THE ROLLS, 
Causes (with Witnesses). 


Weise v Wardle c, pt hd Nov 
9, 1875, restored by order 

London and Liverpool 

— Co, limd v Wright c 


pt 
Chambers v Bridgman c trial 
(revived) 
Barker v Whitehead c trial 
v Pryse c for trial 
er v Angerstein c 
Witham v 5 wad Taylor v 
Witham c for trial 
Wood v Barnicot c for trial 
Charles v Hughes Hughes v 
Charles c for trial (not before 
Ang 4) 
Townsend v Haworth, 1874.— 
T.—105 c 
Townsend v Haworth, 1875.— 
T.—li c 
Breome v Sheffield and Rother- 
ham Bank ¢ trial 
Broome v Duke c trial 
Baily v Neale c trial 
Crosse v Heatly c trial 
Sheldon v Cawley ¢ trial 
Krabnen v Bertiner c trial 


Pooley v Driver act trial (not 
before July 4) 
Wright v Gover c trial 
Woodall v Durnford c trial 
Stothert v Prichard act trial 
Nagle-Gillman v Christopher 
La trial Hodges - 
Hodges v Ho act tri 
Harling v Sims c trial 
Republic of Bolivia- v The 
National Bolivian Naviga- 
tion Co and ors c trial 
Walter v Lucas act trial 
Royal Exchange Corporation v 
effries c trial 
Layland v Stewart act trial 
Fraser v Malcolm c¢ trial 
Powell v Slater act trial 
The Nene Valley Drainage 
and Navigation Improve- 
ment Commissioners (2nd 
district) v The Mayor, &c, of 
Northampton act trial 
Gordon v Hill act trial 
Cave v Mackenzie act trial 
The Planet Building Society 
v Hare ¢ tri 
Sherson v Hudson act trial 
Warner v Twining act trial 
The Montrotier Asphalte, &c 
Co, limd vy Snowdon c trial 
Wareham v Muller act trial 
Allnutt vy Hurman act trial 
Russell vy Wakefield Water 
Works Coc trial 
Hind v Wilson c trial 
Williamson v Barbour c 
Peat v Latchford c trial 
Zimmerman v Alloutt 


trial 
Robinson v Fryer act trial 
Me Sheehan v Davies act trial 
In re Worthington, deceased, 
Worthington v Worthing- 
ton act trial 
— v Kelly action for 
t& 
Savill v Fairchild ¢ for trial 
ee v Hughes action for 


=? v George oc for 

tris 

Tylor v Hulton ¢ for trial 

The Dunkirk Colly Cov Ellis, 
Lever, & Co sotion for. trial 

be v Mender action for 


Buckmaster v Lockhart t issue 
oA fact belore the court 


act 





Causes (without Witnesses). 


Shirley v Wilkins dem of B 
Shirley and ors to stat claim 

Shirley v Wilkins dem of E 
Shirley to stat claim 

Rendall v Faithfull dem of 
deft to amended stat claim 

Commissioners of Sewers of 
London v Gellatly dem of 
deft to stat claim 

Wagstaffe v Price m d (not 
before June 30) 

London & South African Bank 
limd v Morgan mdi (not be- 
fore June 21) 

Blackburn v Taylor m d 

Teece v Welsh md 

Smith v Mano c¢ for trial 

Allender v Allender sp o 
S O to amend 

Henderson v Maxwell act 
trial (not before June 20) 

Longworth v Lougworth fc 

Bennett v Smith m judgt 

Haigh v Haigh spc 

Oakley v Moulton act trial 

Greenep v Hunt spc 

Broome v Stafford fc 

Nicholls v Olver m d (wits 
before examr) 

Dixon v Harrison fc 

Dickinson v Parr md (not 
before July 1) 

Kesterton v Ruck c trial 

The Three Towns Banking Co, 
limd v Bellamy md 

Greenwood v Haigh m judgt 

Day v Stoward fc 

Oliver v Edwards fo 

Holt v Rushton Rushton v 
Holt fc 

Baynham v Heap fc (restd 

orde 


. by r 

Blackburn v Mappin spc 

Tate v Sugden c trial 

Strettell v St Ann’s Society fc 

Mills vy Mills m judgt 

Anderson v Pratt e trial 

Thomas v Wilberforce fc 

Hayne v Belcher c trial 

—- v Prendergast act 
tria 

Vaughan v Molyneux c trial 

Revington v Phillips act trial 

Bromley v Beal Beal v Brom- 
ley fc 

Wilks v Parker act trial 

Lees v Bentley c trial 

Long v Davey Collier v Long 
fc 


The Mayor, &, of North- 
ampton v The Nene Valley 
Drainage and Navigation 
Improvement Commissioners 
(2nd district) act trial 

Rickards v Rickards fc & 
sums to vary 

Hewitt v Batt fc 

Dickenson v Lord act trial 

Williams v Hathaway act 


trial 
Repnongh v Bedborough 


c 

Cook v Calder & Hebble Navi- 
gation c trial (short) 

Dawson v Maybury c trial 

Whitaker v Nicholls fo 

Lang v Bannister act trial 
(short) 

In re Stevenson, deceased 
Stevensen v Chapman act 
trial 

Lee- Warner v Lee- Warner 
trial 

Lamare v Baker c trial 

Young v Young act trial 
(short) 

Furtwangler v Cheater m@ 
restored by order 

Crawshaw v Crawshaw c 
trial (short) 

In re Fitzgerald, deceased 
Adolph v Dolman act trial 
(short) 

Nicholson v TheLondonSteam- 
ship Co, limd act trial (sht) 

Collier v Banks act trial 

Bragg v Powe ¢ trial 

Smith v Holroyd Holroyd v 
Ackroyd fc 

Aldwincle v Brown fc 

Herbert v Herbert fo 

Kichardson v Horsfall action 
for trial 

Quihampton v Going fe 

The Clitheroe Lime Co, limd 
v Briggs action for trial « 

Manley v Martin fe 

Berridge v Green action for 
trial 


Attorney-Gen v Liddell fc 
Galsworthy v St Aubyn 
judge (short) 

In re Brown Brown v Drew 
act trial and m judgt agnst 
G E Drew 

Earl of Egmont v Smith act 
trial 


Riley v Riley c trial 


m 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Ricuarp MALINs. 
Causes. 


In re Lovett deceased Ambler 
v Lindsay dem of Hunter, 
Gwatkin, & Co to stat of 


claim 

Cooke v Chillcott dem of deft 
to stat claim 

Hippisley v Taddy dem of deft 
to stat of claim 


In re Petition of Right of 
Thomas Joliffe Tufnell dem 
of Attorney-General 

Godsell v Bischoffsheim exons 
to ansr of H L Bischoffsbeim 

Ashley v Taylor demr of 
Joseph Taylor to stat of 
claim 


Ashley v Taylor dem of J P 
E n to stat of claim 
Turner vy T md pt hd 
all md pt hd 
Ww v Tepper md pt hd 
8 v Lawrence cwith wits 
Bright v Tyndall spc 8 O 
Blaylock v c with wits 
Bull vy The West London Dis- 
trict Bchool Board 
Ps (July 19) P 
peer v Gough m 
Davisv Adams m d(Jne 14) 


¢ with 6 


Davis v Howard md (Jne 14) 
James v The Queen petn of 
right (June 14) 
Rae v Vivers c with wits 
Gibson v Head c with wits 
The Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners for England v The 
North-Eastern Ry Co c 
with wits 
Birch v Williams 
Farinel v Pol md 
Lawrence v Fletcher f c and 
smos to vary (S 0) 
Ryalls v Packman action for: 
trial with wits (June 14) 
Beales v Boyle mdwith wits. 
Gilbert v Endean o for trial 
Ungley v Ungley co for trial 
with wits 
Taunton v Morris c trial 
Inglis v St Giles’ Vestry 
‘am ell action for trial 
Hilliard v De Loyauté ¢ trial 
Del Cacho v Barnett ¢ for trial 
Tyler v Higgins fo 
v St m 
a | vStacey 1873—S8—41 
m d (restored by order) 
Parfitt v Swayne co with wits 


md 
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Dunbar v Aitken fc 

Chambers v Chambers fc 

Phillipps v Phillipps fc 

Clement v Clement c for trial 
and petn of plff 

Nicholls v Nicholls fc and 
aaa 4 t ¢ trial 

Cartwright v act tri 

Durham Building Society v 
Turnbull c with witns 

Sheffield v Sheffield c 

Suthers v Jubb fc 

Vane v Vane c 

Holdsworth v Davenport fc 

Andrew v Ensor fc 

Andrews v Greaves fe 

Watson v Hartness act trial 

Allenv Morgan fc 

‘Taylor v Campion fc 

Ponsford v Ritson c trial 

Newitt v Ambler fc 

Ashbee v Appleby c with 
wi 


ts 
Rowe vGray act trial 
Earl ig Powis v Strousberg 
m 


Holmes v Grand Junction 
Canal Co act trial 

Hale v Adams Rogers v 
Weston fc 

aro v Dipton Gas Co, limd 
m 


Thompson v Leggaté md 
Wilson v Selgen c trial 
Jull v Jacobs fe 
South v White c for trial 
— from County 
ourt) 
nt v Huxley motn for 


judgt 
Meade v Meade c¢ trial 
Matthews v Prest fc 
Emerson v Child ‘c trial 
McQueen v Anderson c with 
wits 
Growse v Frost fc 
Morle v Willment act trial 
Lucas v Siggers fc and sums 


to vary 

Doucet v Geoghegan act trial, 
witns 

Scott v Thorn m judgt 

ae ~ toe v Wilbraham ac 
tri 


Bunnett & Co, limd v Bunnett 
¢ trial 

Whitehead v Tuson c trial 

Brander v Harrison fc 

Brace v Brace fc , 

Dunning v Soridge ¢ trial 

Beale v Atchley fc 

Poltick vy Cheesman fc 

McMillin v Duncombe fc 

In re Frubshaw Claxton v 
Gardner m judt 

Peadv Pead md 

Symonds v Jenkins trial 

Instone v Instone fc 

Maugham v Maugham o 
trial 


Kenney v Kenney fc and sms 
to v 


ary 

Lax v Clever c trial 

Jackson v Tyas c trial 

Farrow v Austin c trial with 
wits 

Light v Murray Murray v 
Light fo 

Upton v Brown act trial 

Warden v Rowley ¢ trial 

International Contract Co, limd 
v McHenry md 

In re Sadgrove, deceased, Sad- 
drove v Sadgrove fc 

Clark v Girdwood c trial 

— v Alexandra Hotel Co 


m 

Hodges v Draffen m judgt 
(short) 

Dodman v Dodman act trial 

Budd v Budd fo 

Bolton v Bolton fe 

Beale v Gwynne aa trial 

Lee v Sturrock fo 

Flanders vEllis fc 

Hanham v Lord Jersey act 
trial (transferred from county 
court 

In re Brown, deceased Brown 
v Denton act trial 

os v pa fo - 
ear v Moffat m judgt at 
deft D Moffat na 

Wright v Barnett c trial 

Cosser v Wilson act trial 
(short) 

In re Nealon, deceased Con- 
way v Nealon act trial 

Buckeridge v Whalley fc 

Williams v Thomas o 

Att-Gen v Wilkinson c trial 

Paas v Carr motn judgt 

Thomson v Rogers ¢ trial 

Wilson v Brown fc & sums 
to va 

Pater v Mewburn act trial 

Grassi v Penfold act trial 

Davies v Merceron act trial 
(short) 

Kent v Haynes fe 

Smyth v Smyth fe 

Baker v Silvester act trial 

Thomas v Arnold act trial 

Young v Higgs c trial 

Winkley v Winkley act trial 

Bouch v Bouch c trial 

Turner v Hand ¢ trial 

Hartley v Dilke c trial 

Briscoe v Briscoe fo 

Gammon v Gammon fe 

7 v Mercer ¢ trial 

Thrane v Redman cc trial 

Falkner v Cruttwell fo 

Moffat v St James’s Bank, 
limd, Dear vy Moffat cons 
acts trial 

Dance v Dabbs act trial 

Murrell vy Sendon ¢ trial 


DIVISIONAL COURT OF APPEAL, 
Cuancery Drvisi0n. 


Hill v Persse appl of deft from Westminster 


Court Feb 5 


County 


In re James Mee appl of James Mee from Leicester County 


Court May 2 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Jamas Bacon, 


Causes 
Set down previous to tranefer. 


Clark vy Bullows md (8.0) 
ag v Knocker m d(VC 


) 
Vale v Oppert co wits pt hd 
$0) ppe' p 


Roe v Davies m d with wits 
V C M.—(not before July 3) 

Lascelles v Butc trial wth 
wits VC M.—(June 6) 

Pratt v King o trial VOM 
(not before June 10) 


Mackett v Herne Bay Commis- 


sioners om d with wits 


(June 27) 


Attorney-Gen v The Cloth- 


workers’ Co ¢ trial 


_ v Vernon m 4 with 

wits 

Teasdale v Braithwaite o fot 
trial 


ohneon v Johnson act trial 


J 
with wits (June 15) 





Jennings v I act trial 


ngram 
Spratt’s Patent v Booth act 
trial 


In re Fryer—Martindale v Pic 
quot fc from Chmbrs 


REMAINING CAUSES 
Transferred from the MAsTER oF THE RoLts, and the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir R. Maxins, by Order dated 4t h April, 1876. 


Davids v Martin ctrial with 


hospate Sewage, 

&c,Co,limd v The Phosphate 
Sewage Co, limd cause for 
trial, with witns (M R) 

Low v Goble ctrial (VC M) 

Lewis v Smith c trial with 
witns (M R June 14 

Cox v Watson md (VC M) 

Brown v Jones act trial (V C 
M June 14) 

Montefiore v Gibbs c with 
wits (M R) 

Earp v Henderson act trial 
with witns (M R June 21) 
Brown v Burdett c trial with 

witns (V C M) 
i c trial 


(V CM) 
~~, v Nelson act trial 


Bower v Haley e¢ with wits 
(V CM June 20) 

a v Freund act trial 
(V C M) 

Andrews v Davison’ cc trial 
with wits (M R) 

Crossley v Cox act trial with 
wits (M R) 

Stringer v Stringer c with wits 
(VC M) 

Woolley v Woolley 

VCM 


C M) 
smith v London & Westmins- 


md 


ter Loan & Discount Co, limd 
e (V C.M July 4) 

G & J Brown & Co v Brown 
act trial with wits (M R) 

Brown v Brown & Co, limd act 
trial with wits (M R) 

Alvarez v Barnard act trial 
with wits (M R) 

Evans v Harry act trial (MR) 
evid by affid (net before July 
+ 


Wohlgemuth v Compton ec 
trial with wits (M R) 

Capperv Chapman act trial 
with wits (M R) 

Dean v Mc Dowell 


wits (MR 
Barnicot v 
wits (M R) 
Hillman v Ma 
with wits R) 
The Widnes Metal Co v 
Norwood c trial with wits 


(MR 
eile + Norwood c trial with 


<a 

i v Floating Swimmi 

Beshs Co Time ce tri 
with ‘wits (M R) 

Wood v Edwards c trial 
with wits (M R) 


Causes 
Set down since Second Transfer. 


Cox v Baker dem of Wm 
Barker to stat claim 

Barker v Cox dem of G J 
Davie and ors to stat claim 

Barker v Cox dem of {sabella 
Cox and ors to stat claim 

Perrott v Da vies fc & sums 
to vary 

The North-Eastern Ry Co v 
Spark act trial 

Mackett v Baylis fc 

Hubbard v Alexander fo 

Crawley v Lambert fc 

Darvill v Hill fe 

Bagnall v Carlton oc for trial 
with wits 


In re Bell’s estate, Spark v 
Hindhaugh fo 

Leigh v Brewer action for 
trial and motn for judgt 
agnst deft Jno Brewer 

Griggs v Gibson Maynard v 
Gibson fe 

— v Cashin action for 
tri 

Hart v Cohen action for trial 
with wits 

Simon v Lloyd fe 

— Archbold-Pears v Bownas 

e 
Ramsden Mill Co v Rameden f ¢ 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Cuantss Hatt. 
Causes. 


In re Emery, deceased, Jones v 
Ratcliff dem to stat claim 
Manisty v Kenealy dem of 

piffs to deft’s stat defence 
Republic of PeruavRuzo md 
Austin v Austin md 
Austin v Boyce md 
Hodgson v Mayhew m d with 


wits 

The General Insurance Co v 
Kuhner o with wits (not 
before July 2) 

The New Westminster Brewery 
Co v Hannah c trial (not 
before June 14) 

Hall v Byron oc with wits 
(July 3) 

Morgan v Birch o trial with 
wits 

Smith v Conder c trial 

Price v Jenkins md 

Titley v Ash o trial 

a ky Elworthy Brothers 
& Co, limd md wits before 

ar 


ex 

Lateh ¥ Latch (68) m a 
Latoh v Latch (26) md 
Toleon v Shi md 


Attenborough v Shirlaw o 
trial pt hd 

Garth v Maitland spo 

Sutton v Sutton trial (S 0) 

Tucker v Swinburne c trial 

Jones v Clitford c trial 

Hewland v Densham act trial 

Mihi Slane Company (ies) 

ire Slate Company 
© trial with wits et bee 
June 20) 

Bryant v Maisey act trial 
not before June 24) 

Le ae Ming al tee 
ondon, ver 
Ry Co v Associatn of Land 
Financiers (limd) ¢ trial 

pram 4 Wigan Raa 

A vAvery ¢ 

Hodes v Coates ¢ for trial 

Watkins ¥ Stuart ¢ trial pro 


Whitbread ¥ Kingham act 
i v a 
Colby 5 Gabe set trial 

¥ 
Tn re Smith, Brideon ¥ Smith 


m for judt 
Rowe ¥ Grey act trial 
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Teape v Teape sc 

Pardoe v Griffiths md 

Griffiths v Pardoe md 

Gibbon v Watson c trial 

Tanner v Sparks md 

Silber v Rylands & Co, limd 
m d (1874.—S.—No. 241) 

Silber v Rylands & Co, limd 
m d (1875.—S.—26) 

Padwick v Scott ¢ trial 

Foster v Lumb c trial 

Johnson v Chatterton c trial 

In re Blades, Blades v Inman 
m judgt 

Petherbridge v Michelmore c 
trial 


Rowe wv Lord Charles Ker 
fe 

Woodhouse v Woodhouse sp c 

Barnes v Barnes c trial 

Perkins v Perkins md 

Ridgway v Hilten House, &c, 
Colliery Company, limd. c 
trial 

Innes v Marsden act trial 

Barber v Wood act trial 

Bargate v Nicholls act trial 
from Stockton District Re- 


Bieckivock v Blackstock— 
Ashman v Blackstock fe (SO) 
Cook v Cook c trial 
Hewitt v Hodges c trial 
Green v Carlill act trial 
Wood v Calvert c trial 
In re Eley and Malden v 
Soames act trial 
Wade v Burgess act trial 
Cust v Middleton fc 
Floyer v Storer fe 
Dent v Dent spc 
Matthews v Smith c trial 
Wane v Fitness c trial 
Fenwick v Goodchild trial 
Macfarlane v Lister act trial 
Harris v. Hoare c trial 
Norris v Fowler act trial 
Hartley v Owen act trial 
Wooler v Montague c trial 
Kitchin v Palmer c trial 
Fraser v Bothams ctrial 
Porter v Baddeley spc 
Bell v Charlton a trial 
Rayment v Dimbleby c trial 
Burslem v Crouch act trial 
Price v Timmis trial 
Jeffreys v Fairs act trial 
Swindell v Birmingham Syndi- 
ae — c trial P 
odges vy Fincham m 
Jno Clark, deceased 
Chatterton v Clark act trial 
Thomas v Atherton c 
Roberts v Williams act trial 
Moss v Marsh act trial 
In re Farley, deceased 
Hallett v Hunt m n jodet 
Atkinson v 
Attorney-Gen “ Aone = of 


Steiothal v aimee act trial 

Williams v Earl of Morley c 
trial pt hd (8 0) 

In re Carnegie The Open Stock 
Exchange, limd v Carnegie 


act trial 
iar Prat, doomed Kirk v 
Pratt act trial 


Rudkin v Dolman act trial 

Buttanshaw v Fletcher c trial 

Kendall v Watson fe 

— ham Syndicate limd v 

~" c trial 

In” ry Sweatman, deceased 
Sweatman v Adams act trial 
from Poole District Registry 


(S 0) 
Chesterfield, &c, Co limd v 
Black act trial 
Crane v Crane ¢ trial 
Howard v Sparrow act trial 
Rawlinson v Rawlinson fc 
Crook v Hill f c & sums to 


vary 

Haddon v Bowman c trial 

Tattersfield v Firth fc 

Terry v Davies c trial 

In re Evans’ Estate and Evans 
v Evans fc (restored) 

Turner v Edmonds md 

In re Hodgson, deceased 
Angell v J anti, Hodgson 
v Jennings fc 

Sherry v Anderson act trial 

In re Daniel, deceased Daniel 
v Daniel act trial 

McClean v Brown c trial with 
wits 

Corbett v Lincott +m judgt 

Cottrell v Cottrell fc 

Rowe v Jacob act trial 

Priestly vy Kitchen act trial 

Leslie v Phillips c trial 

Lavery v Manero act trial 

eS «ea v Rippington c 
ti 


Devon v Heath fc (short) 
— v Tomline m 
udgt 

Davidson v Chiboust c trial 

West v Oxenham ¢ trial 

Harper v Bird fe 

Folkard v Page c trial 

Boyns v Kevern fc 

Douglas’ v Douglas Douglas v 
Webster fc 

Casson v Dormoy ¢ trial 

Rolfe v Maclaren act trial 

In re Anderson, deceased 
Anderson v Brassey act 
trial (short) 

Haniel v Ratz act trial 

Boden v Hibbert fc 

Brown v McClean ¢ trial 

Ashby v Nobbs m judgt 

Lane v Beaumont m judgt 

In re Martin, deceased Gruz- 
elier y Weary act trial (eht) 

InreAdams Tueski v Adams 
motn for judgtagst W Adams 

Gibbs v Burslem act trial 

Hewitt v Westminster Imp 
Commrs act trial 

Wilson v Dickinson c trial 

Pooks v Senior c trial 

Johnson v Perceval fc 

Backle y Weir act trial 

In re Luxton and Hughes’ 
Estates Warmington v 

eegee Hetcliff f 

v Rate! c 

Dawson v Bank of Whitehaven 
¢ trial 

Ancona v Waddell c trial 


N.B.—This # contains appeals and causes set down to 


Saturday, June 10, inclusive. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
June 16, 1676. 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’60, 1044 
litte for Accoant,— 
we aoorant Oot. 08, 10% 


Drees’ Entneed Pye. per Cont “4 
204 nt. Pr., & per C.,Jan,’72 


Ditto 54 per Cut., Ma ? 79, & 
bitte Debentures, 4 por Coats, 


poiboss pe 

4 _ Cont, , Aug. '73 

pe —— per Cont. 
tto, Atte, usder £1000 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 94% x d Annuitias, April, 85, 93 

Ditto for Account, ne be 94% | Do. (Red Sea T.) ‘Aug. 1y08 

Do 3 per Cent. —— 94g Ex Bills, £21000, 24 perCt.10 pm. 

New 3 per Cent., 94 Ditto, £500, Do 0 pm 

Do. Do: af perCent., Jan, "#4 Ditto, 2100 & “as00, 10 pm, 
perCent., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stook, — per 

4 5 per Cent., Jan.’78 Ct, (last half-year), 252 

Annuities, Jan,’°80— Ditte for Account, 


RAILWAY STOCK, 





Railways, -|Closing Prices 





Stock | Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledonian ......ccrseccssesssersessereeevees 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .., 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock seccecsssssesse. 
Stock'Great Northern 
Stock) Do., A Stock* 
Stock Great Southern and ao of —_— 
Stock Great Western—Original.., 
Stock) Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Stock! London, Brighton, and South Co 
Stock! London, Chatham, and Dover.... 

Stock! London and North-Western 


Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock | M litan 

Stock| Do., District 
Stock) Midland........s.0000 
Stock! ‘North. British 
Stock! North Eastern 
Stock |North London 
Stock! North 8 hi 
Stock/South Devon 
Stock |South-Eastern 















































*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 


Money Market anv City INTELLIGENCE. 

The Bank directors have not made any change in the 
rate this week, although the proportion of reserve to lia- 
bilities is now nearly 54 per cent. The markets have all 
improved, foreign stocks have advanced on the prospect of 
@ settlement of the Eastern question, and home railways 
on the favourable traffic returns, and also the scarcity of 
stock at the settlement. Consols close at 94$ for money 
and account. 








BIRTHS AND MARRIAGES. 


_—_— 


RTHS, 


BI 
| BARrEeTT—June 12, at The Grove, Slough, Bucks, the wife of 


Richard Henry Barrett, solicitor, of another girl. 
Hanuart—June 11, at 22, Steele’s-road, Haverstock-hill, the 
wife of Nicholas Hanhart, LL.B., solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE, 
MatrHews—Brocpen—June6, at St. Stephen’ 's, Clapham- rk, 
Richard Matthews, solicitor, eldest son of the late Richard 
Matthews, serjeant-at-law, of the Middle Temple, and Histon, 
Cambridgeshire, to Emmeline Anne Brogden, of Highbury. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 





Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tvuespay, June 13, 1876. 
Edmands, Charles dy aud Sydney Mayhew, 33, Poultry, London, 
Solicitors. June2 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fatwar, June 9, 1476, 
LimtTEp in Onancenr. 

Athlone Brick and Tile Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Monday, July 10, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jehn Earle Hodges, Ab- 
chureh lane. Wednesday, July 19, at 12, is appointed fur hearing 
and adjudicating apon the debts end claims. 

British dian Life y, Limite!.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hail, Fame June Ms it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Bolton and Oo, New square, Lincolo’s inn, 
solicitors for the petitioner, 

Coleshill Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditore are required, on or 

before mentor, July 10, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to James Fraser, King’s Aras 
Sp oorgate st. Wednesday, July 19, at 12, is nted for 
earing and adjudicating upon the debts aud claim:, 
London and Provincial Liustrated Newspaper Com oy, Limited (in 
ror sty oy for winding up, presented June 9, directed to 
4 beiore the M.R, on June 17, Baker and Nairne, Crosby 
uare, solicitors for the petitioners 

yaar Fire Insurance Company, Limited.—Petition for lege ee ing ap» 








ted June 6, directed to be heard before the M.R. on J 
and Macarthur, Moorgate st, solic itor s for the peinuioners. 
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Tugspay, June 13, 1876. 
Untimitep in CHancery. 

Wakefield Grand United Odd Fellows’ Friendly Loan Society.—Petition 
for winding up, presented June 12, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins on Friday, June 23. Singleton and Tattershall, Great James 
st, Bedford row, agents for Gill and Hall, Wakefield, solicitors for the 
petitioners. 

Liwitep tn Caancerr. 

Basye Consolidated Silver Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented June (0, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall 
o June 24, Musgrave, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner. 

City of London Supply Association and Clerks’ Club, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presente’ June 13, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Hall on June 23, Thatcher, Bennett’s bill, Doctors’ commons, soli- 
citor for the petitioners. 

Y ctora and Fenton Park Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C, Bacon, dated June 2, it was ordered that tne voluntary 
winding up of the above company be continued. Milne and Co, 
Harcourt buildings, Temple, agents for Payne and Galloway, Man- 
chester, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farrar, May 26, 1876. 
Barfott, John, Blazrove rd, Kensington, Slater. June 23. Barfoot y 
Barfoot, M.R. Aston, Edgware rd 
Briden, William Evans, Summerrd, West Croydon, Surgeon. July 17. 
V.C. Malins. 
Cock, Jabez, Golear, York, Farmer. June 5. Cock v Cock, Hudders- 
field District Registrar, Jonson and Crook, Huddersfield 
Crask, Sarah, Stratford, Essex. July 17. Janson v Mitchell, V.C. 


Malins, 

Forrester, John, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Grocer. June 23. Hodg- 
son v Forrester, M.R. Whitelock, Workington 

Hall, Captain Francis Hawksley, Nottingham. Nov 30. Douthat v 
Hall, V.C. Malins, 

Johns, Richard Pendarves, Trewince, Cornwa'l, Esq. June 20. Johns 
v Carlyon, V.C. Malins. Marrack, Truro 

Lakey, Thomas, Tusco, Scilly. June 20. Hoskin v Lakey, V.C. Malins. 
Cornish, Penzance 

Morgan, Thomas, Broadwaters, Worcester, Gant. June 26, 
v Morgan, V.C. Malins, Ivens, Kidderminster 

Smith, Thomas, Delahay st, Westminster, Army Agent. Jane 30. 
Smith v Hulme, V.C. Mall. Vallance, Essex st, Strand 

Sparks, James, Tiverton, Devon, Brick Maker. June 21. Osborn vy 
Webb, M.R. Watson, Bouverie st 

Sykes, John, Halifax, York, Manutacturer. June 19. Wood v Shaw, 
M.R. North and Sons, Leeds 

Timewell, William, Essex st, Islington, Builder. Jane 21, Watson y 
Timewel! M.R. Hawes, Cloak lane, Cannon st 

Wiffen, William, jun, Birchanger, Essex, Farmer, June 22. 
Cowell, M.R. Saunders, Philpot lane, Fenchurch st 


ToEspar, May 30, 1876. 
Armstrong, George, Alnwick, Northumberland, Builder. June 24 
Armstrong v Armstrong, V.C. Hall. Tate, Alnwick 3 
Brunswick, Joseph Rochester, South Shields, Durham, Master 
bea enn Jane 24, Belly Wilson, V.C, Bacon. Hopwood, Chan- 
cery lane i 
Garthorne, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Wine Merchant. Jane 27. 
Hill v Garthorne, V.C. Bacon. Brown, jun, Barton-upon-Humber 
Gill, James, Burdett rd, Limehouse, Gent. June 30. Gilly Wiggins 
N.R. Ratcliff and Son, New Broad st . 
Hill, Thomas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Dentist. June 24. Minshall 
v Woodhouse, V.C. Malins, 
Saunders, Eliza, Hampstead st, Fitzroy square. June 30. Day v 
Saunders, V.C. Hall, Richardson, George st, Mansion Honse 
Woodhead, William, Tickbill, York, Nail Maker. June 23. Woodhead 
v Penistone, V.C. Bacon. Palmer, Doncaster 
Oreditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Laat Day of Claim. 
Farpar, June 2, 1876. 
Ashburner, George Bankes, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Esq. 
26. Butler and Son, Dalton-in-Furness 
Barber, Benjamin Simon, Stretford, Lancashire, Road Surveyor. July 
18, Welsh, ester 
Bebbington, George, Barthomley, Cheshire, Publican, July 31. Mar- 
Harvey and 


Morgan 


Wiffen v 


Jane 


tin, Nantwich 
Berry, George, Langrish, Hants, Lime Burner. 
Bowers, Chastes Hyatt, C ial rd east, D J 
wers, Charles Hyatt, Commero! e r. June 30. Neal 
Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st uae wt 
Brett, Alfred, The Limes, Peckham rye, Shipbroker. July 17. Brett, 
Leadenhall st 
Cannon, Charles, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Gent. July 2. Green and 
Thompson, Birkenhead 
Op, aad Manchester. Aug 30, Whitaker, Lancaster place, 
ani 


Oave, George Thomas, Bitterne, Hants, Gent. July 26, Hickman 
— aon, Gavan alee Hastings, S Ironmonger 

meraon, » Has ussex k fe 
Meadows and Elliott, Hastings 2 a Ane ' 
x » Samuel, Burslem, Stafford, Surgeon. June 24. Osborne, 
Groom, Daniel, Commercial rd east, Gent. June $0, N x 
Groom 1d Broad rd nen ich, E Saas 
» He Beresto: w ineer’s t. 

June 30, Neel, Pinners’ full, Ola Broad at i 
ey Hooke, ireeoell, Wool r, July 1. Laces and Co, Liver- 
Bese, Jeunes, Southport, Lancashire, Esq. July 7. Bullock, Man- 


c 
Hibbert, Washington, Hill st, Berkeloy » Esq, . Bircham 
at et, Workealneter ee 


June 24, 


and Oo, 





Holmes, Mayfield Abner, Avenue rd, Regent’s park, Esq. Aug !. 
Swinburne and Parker, Bedford row 

Jennings, John Edward Harbert, Shetfield, Chemist. July 27. Ryalls 
and Son, Sheffield 

Linton, Rebert Pilkington, Albemarle st, Retired Surgeon-Majorin 
H.M.’s Indian Army. July 31. Bell and Co, Lincoln’sinn fields 

Liovd, Charles, Small Heath, Warwick, Accountant Clerk. July 15. 
Whateleyjand Co, Birmingham 

Loscomhe, Gertrude Mary, Heavitree, Devon. July 10. Buckingham, 
Exeter 

Macnaghten, Sir Edmund Charlies Workman, Bushmills, Antrim, Bart, 
July 15. Cookson and So, New square, Lincoln’s ian 

Manners, George, Stockton, Durham. July 1. Dodds and Co, Stockton - 
on-Tees 

Marsh, Thomas, Warrington, Lancashire, Coach Builder. Aug 19. 
Boyle, Warrinzton 

Marshall, Mary Anne, Edith grove, West Brompton. July 147 Lowes, 
Tanfield court, Temple 

McPherson, Elizabeth, Grove End rd. Jane 24. Stephens, Bedford 


row 

Moreton, James, Sutton, Surrey, Congregational Minister. July 15. 
Learoyd and Ce, Albion chambers, Moorgate 

Muffett, Reuben, Berwick st, Belgrave rd, Pimlico, Builder. July 31. 
Smith, Denbigh st, Pimlico 

Ord, Jemina Elizabeth, West Langton Hall, Lsicestar. S:p5 1. Daltoa 
and Sslusbury, Leicester 

Parker, Samuel, Nottingham, Drugzgist. 
Nottiogham 

Payne, Mary, Taunton, Somerset. June 30, Sweet, Taunton 

Pickance, Raiph, Liverpool, Yeoman. Saptt. Lowe, Liverpool 

Pickin, Samuel, Cholmondeston, Cheshire, Farmer. July 3i. Martin, 
Nantwich 

Robinson, Richard, Liverpool, Officer in H.M.’s Customs. Jume 30. 
Whitley and Maddock, Liverpool 

Roderick, William Lewis, Suffolk st, Lower Rotherhithe, Surgeon. July 
1, Bridger and Collins, King William st, London bri 

Rosier, Joseph Nunwick, Guildford Lodge, Hammersmith, Gent. July 
12, Slee and Co, Parish st, Southwark 

Shawe, Charies Augustus, Eaton square, General in H.M.’s Service. 
July 1. Philpot and Son, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Smith, Brooke, Birmingham, Gent. June 30. Ryland and Co, 
Birmingham 

Storey, James Payne, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. June 30. Evans and 
Cook, Eastcheap 

Stratford, Charles, Dagnall, Buckingham, Farmer. July 1. Newton, 
Leighton Buzzard ; 

Taylor, Jane, Edge hill, Liverpool. June 16. Goffey, Liverpool 

Timins, George, Torquay, Devon, Esq. July 31. Bell and Co, 
Liacoln’s inn fields 

Triston, John Hovell, Fortess terrace, Kentish town, Gent. Jume 30. 
Baker and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Vece, Samuel, Cotgrave, Nottingham, Grocer. July |. Black, Notting- 
h 


July 29. Burton and Co, 


am 
Wall, Robert, Bristol, Timber Merchant. July 15. Pitt, Bristol 
Watson, William Cockerell, Rockland St Mary, Norfolk, lankeeper. 


July 8. Copeman and Son 
Wrench, Anna Maria, Brighton, Sussex, July 31. Brown aad 


Rogers, Chester 
Toespar, June 6, 1876. 

Ager, Charles, Great Dunmow, Essex, Gent. July 1. Snell, Great 
Dunmow 

Ashton, oo Warrington, Lancashire. Aug 16. Ashton and 
Woods, Warrington ae 

Ashton, John, Warrington, Lancashire, Solicitor. Aug 16. Ashton 
and Woods, Warrington : 

Batey, Jacob, stanwix, Cumberland, Gent. July 7. Dickinsoas, 
Alston ‘i 

Beeson, Susan Amelia, Nottingham. July 7. Beaumont, Nottingham. 

Bostock, James, Silverdale, Stafford, Colliery Manager. July 20. 
Harding, Newcastie-under-Lyme : . 

Broome, Jacob Pinniger, Kivgton Langley, Wilts, Gent. Jaly 725. 
Pinniger and Co, Chippenham 

Coates, George, Great Grimaby, Lincoln, Farmer. July 15, Stepren- 
son and Mountain, Great Grimaby 

Coleman, Barton, Stone, Staffordshire, Wine Merchant. Jaly 18. 
Saben, Stone ? 

Cooke, Sarah, Southsea, Hants. July |, Lethbridge, Abingdon st, 
beg on may A rpool. Septl. Whitak ter place, Strand 

Cork, George, Live: ° er, Laucas eo 

Cutter, Samuel, Liverpool, Upholsterer. July 1, Evansand Lockett, 


Liverpe 
Dooley, Tho Cheadle, Cheshire, Gent. Augl. Vaughan, Cheadle 


mas, 
Duckett, Charles, Wells, Somerset, Yeoman. July 1. Hebds, jun, 


Wel 

Duckett, George, Wel's, Somerset, Cheese Factor. July 1. Hobbs, 

, Wells 

nienon James, Nerfolk st, Mile End, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
July 15, Butterfield, Ironmooger lane, Cheapside 

Embling, James, Highworth, Wilts, Tailor. July 1. Kimneir and 
Tombs, Swindon , 

Fairman, George, nee, Sussex, Licensed Victualler, Jaly 1. 
Hestwell, St Leonards-on-Sea 

Finnie, John, Altrincham, Cheshire, Esq. Auc 1. Heron, Manchester. 

Grimsley, oe. Nynehead, Somerset, Ketired Coachman. July 7 
Burridge, Wellington 

Heaton, John, Radolitfe, Lancashire, Priater. July3. Grundys aad 


wy, Ions Prestwich, Lancashire, Plumber. July 15. Potter aad 
Kien, Jonathan, Weat Ardsley, York, Gent. Sept 1, Butler and 
Lawton, Mary, Liverpool, July 18. arden, Harcourt Daildings, 
Le Oueataant, John, Wimpole at, Wateh Maker, Jaly 1. T. B. Brooke , 
Queene Anne at, Cavendish sq 


uare 
Lae, Thomas . Goldworth, Surrey, Yeoman, July i. Albers 
and Lucas, juret 
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Manicom, John, Devenport, Devon, Gent. July 1. Beer and Rundle’ 


Monypenny, Mary Jodith, Clarendon gardens, Maida age Paddington. 
Aug i. Taylor and Co, Great James st, Bedford ro 

Morling, George Percy, Hove, ur Brighton, tga July 1. Blake 
and Snow, Coliege hill 

Musgrave, Jonathan, Bolton, ‘Lancashire, Ironfounder. Aug!. Tay- 
ler and Sons, Bolten 

O’Connell, Morgan, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. July 15. Ward and Co, 
Gray's innsquare 

Pinniger, Broome, Chippenham, Wilts, Esq. July 15. Pinniger and 
Co, Chippenham 

es, Thomas Brewster, South Shields, Durham, Cab Proprietor. 

Jaly 1. Bell, South Shields 

“Shore, Phasbe, Becc'es, Suffolk, Innkeeper. July 6. Angell, Beccles 

Stanford, Richard, Richmond, Surrey, Dairyman. July 4. Smith and 
Moore, Richmond 

ep as Whitehorse rd, West Croydon. July 25. Hird, Great 

field st 


Young, Frederick, Southsea, Hants, Yeoman. Aug 2. Wooldridge 
and Son, Winchester 


Faripay, June 9, 1876, 

Abbott, Thomas, Lincoln st, Mile End rd, Gent. July 6. Sawell and 
Edwards, Greshau House, Old Broad st 

Balstone, Henry Kenway, Manchester, Merchant. Septi. Ashworth 
and Inman, Manchester 

Barnett, William, Berkley st, Clerkenwell, Butcher. July 1. Saxon 
and Son, Queen Victoria st 

Beaumont, Geerge, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Retired Timber Merchant. 
July 15. Cripps, Tunbridge Wells 

ap nee Ann, Longsight, Manchester. July 25. Bond and Son, 

Bruce, Mary, Liverpool. July 1. Evans and Lockett, Liverpool 

Cathera!!, y, Club row, Bethnal green, Saw Mill Proprietor. July 
15. Catherall, Club row, ‘Shoreditch 

~Cox, Abraham, York st, Bryanston square. July 5. Gray, Edgware 


Dixon, James eee A Ecclesfield, York, Merchant. July 14. Watson 
and Esam, Sheffield 

Fairman, George, Hastings, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. July 1. 
Norris and Ashwell, St. Leonard’s~on-Sea 

Gore, John Bendict, St James’s street, Esq. Aug 7. Wilde and Co, 
College hill 

Haslam, a, Bolton, Lancaster, Draper. July 12. Ryley and 


» Boito 
Holt, Bigabeth, Asbfield, Halifax, York. July 31. Longbottom, 


House, T Thomas Smith, Rotherfield Greys, Oxford, Farmer. July 5, 
Hoffman, Reading 

Jones, Owen coum Liverpool, Gent. July 10, Evans and Lockett, 
Liverpool 

King, Tnomas, Woodbury, Wanstead, Essex,Gent. Aug 1. Baddeley 
and Sons, Leman st > 

as Mary Aon, Nottingham. July 15. Huotand Williams, Notting 

am 

Knowies, Richari, Manchester, Wine Merchant. Ang 14. Sale and 
Cc, Manches:er 

Laver. John, Stanevix, Camberland, Share Broker. July 10. Donald, 

tlisle 

Morris, Francis William Jarret, Bognor, Sussex, Shoe Maker. July 31, 
Greene ard Ma‘im, Chichester 

Priest, Henry Frencis, Gorlestone, Suffolk, Gent. July 22. Winter 
and Francis, Norwich 

Sheppard, Elizabeth, Loughborough rd, Brixton. Aug6. Fielder and 
Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 

Stanler. Toomas, Tebay, Westmorland, Innkeeper. July 15. 
and Wilson, Kendal 

Turner, Martha, Brawley, Leeds. July 20. Booth and Co, Leeds 

Wheilpton, Willism Thomp-oo, Eltham, Kent, Patent Medicine Pro- 
prietor. Jaly 31. Ingle ani Co, Threadneedle st 


Bantrupts. 
Farpay, June 9, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must — their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
“Wells, A , Camomile s, Bishopsgate st, Victualler. Pet Jane 7. 
Pepse. June 27 at il 
To surrender in the Country. 
Coop, William, Liverpool, Baker. Pet Jane 7. Beliringer, Liver- 
pool, June 21 at 2 
Hirst, Mart, Tyldesley, ar Provision Dealer. Pet June 7. 
Holden. Bolton, Jane 22 at 11 


Toraspar, June 13, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Sarrender in London. 
Pink, Edward, Ennis rd, 1: wae park, Export Merchant. Pet June 
%. ’ Pepys. J use 77 ati 


To cuninste in the herb 

Banks, Jobn, jon, Frizington, C her. Pet June 9, 
Were. Whitehaven, June 26 at 11 

Brieriey, John, Liverpool, Chemist. Pet Jane 10. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, Jone 27 at 2 

Brace, John Henzel, South Shields, Durham, Canvas Manufacturer. 
Pet Jane 10. Mortimer. Newcastle, June 2% atll 

Davies, Edwerd, Southves, Hants, Linen Draper. Pet June 7, 
Hows: 4. Portsmouth, July 6atiz 

bromyard, Hereford, Grocer, Pet Jane 9. 

Crap. Worceter, june 27 at 12 

» Kaex, Batcher. Pet Jane %, Gepp. 


Mortis, Treherbert, Chemist. Yet Jone 10. Spickett. 


Aberyewith, Cardigan, Pet ; F 
“Sepa Tene ei 4 Pape, 9, spine 





Thomson 








BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, June 9, 1876. 
Dinsdale, Kay, Devonshire rd, Islington. June | 


Toxrspay, June 13, 1876. 
Steward, Charles, Gorleston, Suffolk, Sail Maker. June 10 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farivar, June 9, 1876, 
Abraham, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. June 19 at 3 at 57, 
Wind st, Swansea. Woodward 
Allea, Francesco Sanchez, Kellett rd, Brixton, Surrey. June l5at3 at 
offices of Farman, Great James st, Bedford row 
Atkins, Henry William, Birmingham, Dealer in Bohemian Glass. June 
21 at 10.30 as offices of Joynt, New st, Birmingham 
Austin, Henry, Oldham, Lancashire, Financial Agent.’ June 23 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson and Hockin, Brazennose st, Manches' 
Barker, William, Liverpool, Lancashire, Printer. July 4 at 11 at offices 
of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 
Barnard, Charles, Walworth rd, Furnishing Warehouseman. June 19 
at 10 at offices of Goatly, Westminster bridee rd 
Bell, Samuel, Barnetby-le-Wold, Lincoln, Tailor. June 24 at 11 at 
offices of Toynbee and Co, Bank st, Linooln 
Bennett, Henry. Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. June 26 at 3 at 
offices of Hearfields, Old Exchange buildings, Bowlalley lane, Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull 
Bodell, Robert, Liverpool, Contractor. June 23 at 3 at offices of 
Knowles, North John st, Liverpool 
Bosing, Anton, Jarrow-on-Tyoe, Durham, Timber Merchant. June 21 
at | at offices of Bush, Wellington st, Gateshead-on-Tyne 
Brunsdon, Samuel, Yanworth, Gloucester, Farmer. June 20 at Il at 
the Ram Public Room, Castle st, Cirencester. Ellett, Cirencester 
Buckley, Edward, Moston, nr Manchester, Chair Manufacturer. June 
22 at 2 at offices of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
C!ark, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stonemason. June 19 at 12 at 
offices of Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Hull 
Clasper, Robert, Gateshead, Durham, Grecer. fae 16 at 2 at offices 
of Pyvus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Collins, Henry, Harrow, Middlesex, Physician, June 23 at3 at the 
George Hotel, St Albans. Annesley, St Albans 
Collins, James, Salford, Lancashire, ugineer. June 26 at 2 at offices 
of Dawson, Ridgefield, Manchester 
Oona Alfred, Hemel Hempstead, Hertford, Oil Man. June 20 at 
3 at the Mesons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Crammond, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 
Daniels, George, Redcar, York, Painter. June 21 at 10.30 at offices of 
Gibson and Wilkinson, Athesz#um chambers, Middlesborough 
Davies, Leysnon, Llwynpia, nr Pontypridd, Tea Dealer. June 19 at 10 
at the Public Hall offices, Treherbert. Howells 
De Puig, Manuel Victor Valles, Bond court house, Walbrook, Com- 
mission Agent. June 23 at 11 at offices of Howard and Co, New 
Bridge st 
Dobby, Thomas William, and Richard Henry Dobby, Deptford Lower 
rd, Clothiers. June 19 at 3 at offices of Hicklin and Washington, 
Trinity square, Southwark 
Docker, Ludford, Birmingham, Cork Manufacturer. June 21 at 11 at 
the Acorn Hotel, Temple st, Birmingham. Ansell, Birmingham 
Ducker, William, 'Wheathampstead, Herttord, Trainer. June 20 at 3 
at the George Hotel. St Albans. Annesley, St Albans 
Dufty, Richard, Middjesborough, York, Butcher. June 19 at 11 at 
— of Gibson and Wilkinson, Middiesborough. Peacock, Middles- 
rough 
Dankley, John Henry, Railton rd, Brixton, Builder. June 19 at 2 at 
Arnold, The Exchange, Southwark st 
Ellison, Kobert, Leeds. Linen Manufacturer. June 22 at 2 at offices of 
North and Sons, East parade, Leeds 
Fish, John, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Boot Maker. June 29 at 11 at the 
King’ « Arms Assembly Hoom, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Douglas, 
Berwick -upon-Tweed 
Gardner, William Browning, Craig’s court, Charing cross, Solicitor. 
June i7 at 3 at offices of Parkes, Beaufort bu'ldings, Stran 
Greenwell, Edwin, Cosby, Leicester, Huilder. Junee 27 at 3 at 
offices of the Leicestershire ‘Trade Protection Society, New st, 
Leicester. Miles and Co, Leicester 
Halle, Charles Roland Frederick, Bishopsgate st without, Tobacconist. 
J = 19 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Fleet st. Ody, Trinity st, South- 
war 
Hambidge, George, Witney, Oxford, Butcher. June 23 at 1 at the 
Marlborough Hotel, Witney. Ravenor, Witney 
Hartley, John Harrison, Bradford, York, Tinner. June 16 at 3 at 
offices of Singleton 
Hartley, William, Ulverston, Lancashire, — Maker. June 21 at 
2 at the Temperance Hull, Ulverston. Jackso 
Heseltine, Francis, Guisborough, York, Miller, Jaee 17 at 11 at offices 
of Tweety, Silver at, Stockton- on-Tees 
Horton, Frederick, Devorshire rd, Holloway, Commission Agent, June 
26 at 3 at offices of Emdin and Kobinson, Coleman st. Ch 
Hyde, Ephraim, New Vilinge, Bilston, Stafford, Coal Dealer. June 22 
at 11 at offices of Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
—— William, Bradford, York, Grocer. June 19 at 3 at offices ef 
ngieton, New Booth at, Bradford 
Jeftotion, Willlam Nervio, Maidstone, Kent, Draper, June 19 at 3 at 
offices of Muy and Co, Adelaide place, London bridge 
Jenkine, Thomas, Neath, Glamorgan, Shoe Maker, June 20 at 1 at 
off'ces of Obaries, Parave, Neath 
Jenbins, William Euw ace, Maesgowmmwr, Monmouth, Woollen Manu- 
facturer, Jone 21 at 1 at offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. 


Liewellin, Newport 

Jessop, Join Joveph. and Willlam Humble, Mincing lane, Chemical 
Merchants, Jane 26 at 2 at offices of bp bn gy lane 

Jones, John Humpbreys, and Thomas J Bet larnarvon, 
oe Ee dg 9 ~ r ” the White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly, Man- 


Kinghem, baward, Bireoghem, 0 pholsterer. Jane 19 at 2 at the 
ginreria # otal, a), besa riaihett. ay Birmingham 
Howry, #wanses, Giamorgan, En; » June ai wi 
‘Coalle Hotel, Hip mire Smith and Co, Swauses 











June 17, 1876, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


657 








Leng, William, Guisborough, York, Saddler. June 17 at 11 at offices 
of Gibeon and Wilkinson, Athenzum chambers, Middlesborough. 
Peacock, Middlesborough 

Leng, James, Faringdon, Berks, Accountant. June 23 at 1 at the 
Railway Inp, Uffington. . Kinneir and Tombs, Swindon 

Lowery, ert, St Paul’s st, Burdett rd, Mile End, Manager of a 
Public Company. June 17 at 2 at offices of Grain, Philpot lane 

Magrath, Joseph Patrick, Bush lane, Cannon st, Wine Merchant. June 
20 at 13 at offices of Gill, Cheapside 

McMorron, Thomas, Bolton, Lancashire, Boot Maker. June 26 at 3 
at offices ef Ryley and Haslam, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Miles, Herry, and Alfred Miles, John st, Shoreditch, Paper Hanging 
en June £0 at 3 at Peel’s Hotel, Fleet st. Knox, New- 


Pate, William, Little Wenlock, Salop, Grocer. June 23 at 11 at offices 
of Taylor, King st, Wellington 

Perrett, William, Hereford st, Dairyman. June 19 at 4.30 at offices of 
Yorke, Marylebone rd 

Pilling, Benjamin, Little Lever, Lancashire, Grocer. June 26 at 11 at 
offices of Vutton, Acresfield, Bolton 

Quelch, Samuel, Billingsgate market, Fish Dealer. June 17 at 11 at 
offices ot Cogswell, Railway approach, London bridge. Rashleigh, 
Bor: ugh High st 

Ryley, Edward Charles, Great Prescott st, Registrar of the White- 
chapel County Court. June 17 at 2 at offices of Browneand Co, John 
st, Bedford row 

Scott, William Taylor, Market Drayton, Salop, Painter. June 27 at 11 
at the Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Streckeisen, Albert, and John Bischoff, Great Winchester st buildings, 
Mercbents. June 2] at 2 +t offices of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse 
yard, Lothbury. Nicol and Co, Lime st 

Thomas, John, Taibach, Glamorgan, Grocer. June 22 at 3 at offices of 
Tennant, Aberavon 

—— George Frederick, Camberwell rd, Printer. June 21 at 2at 
offices of Howse, Staple inn, Holborn. Morris, Staple inn 

Whitby, John, Loughborough, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. June 28 
at 3 at (flices cf Bartlett and Son, Mill st, a hborough 

Willis, Tom, and George Willis, LechJade, Gloucester, Machinists. 
June 19 at 10.30 at offices of Kinneir and Tombs, Corn Exchange, 
Swindon, Haines, Faringdon 

Wood, Grimwood, Gooderstone, Norfolk, Miller. June 22 at 2 at the 
Crown Hotel, Swaffham. Wilkin, King’ 's Lyno 

Wynn, Watkin’ William, Treforest, Glamorgan, Victualler. June 20 at 
12 at cfficcs of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 

TogspayY, June 13, 1876. 

Ann, Stephen, Alveston, Gloucester, Painter. June 22 at 2 at offices 
of Tricks and Co, Nicholas st, Bristol. Beckingham, Bristol 

Atkins, Thomas, and Henry William Atkins, Birmingham, Cabinet 
Brass Feunders. June 24 at 10.15 at offices of Joynt, New st, Birming- 


ham 

Atyeo, Thomas, Bristol, Bay Dea'er. June 24 at 12 at offices of Trigg, 
Broad st, Bristol, Benson and Thomas, Bristol 

Baden, William, Luten, Bedford, Glass Dealer. June 30 at 11 at the 

li Tavern, Gresham st. Neve, Luton 

Banks, John, Willenhall, Stafford, Journeyman Lock Maker, June 24 
at 11 at offices of er, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Barker, Alfred, Leeds, Bo Manufacturer, June 24 at 12 at offices of 
Hardwick, Infirmary 

Barry, Herbert, Chalfont ‘st Giles, Rashingney. Gent. June 24 at 3 
at the Griffin Hotel, Amersham, Cheese, Amersham 

Bates, William. Nantwich, Cheshire, Shoe Maker. July 1 at ll at 
ott'ces of Brooke, Dysart buildings, Nantwich 

Bedingfield, Charles Henry, Bristol, Tobacco Manufacturer. June 26 
at = by offices of Trigg, Broad st, Bristol, Benson and Thomas, 


Bri 

Best, wittiem, North Ormesby, York, News Agent. June 26 at 11 at 
Barker’s Temperance Hotel, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough. Bain- 
bridge, Middlesboreug 

Beynon, . Jobn, Morfa Barth, Cardigan, Carpenter, June 23 at 11 at 
offices of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 

Bishop, John, Peterborough, Northampton, Farmer. — 30 atl2 
at offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Broadhurst, Joby, and Louis Merkel, Stockport, Cheshire, Hat Manu- 
facturer. June 26 at 3 at offices of Newton, Warren st, Stockport 

Chamberlain, Ayling. Southsea, Hants, Solicitor. ee 26 at 3 at 
offices of Ford and Sons, St Thomas st, Portsmout 

Ooursh, Edwin Charles, Manchester, Manile on Jane 26 at 3 at 
offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchester 

Cox, Rev John Edmund, Talbot rd, Bayswater. July 5 at (2 at the 
Incorperated Law Society, Chancery lane. Upfill 

Crampton, William, Whittington Moor, Derby, Fishmonger. June 26 
at tt at offices of Cowdell, Soresby % Chesterfield 

oa, Josiah, Heaton Norris, Lancash’ re, Watch i June 28 at 

at offices of Readish and 


nd Lake, be Bridge’ st, Stoekpor 
Dison, Joseph, Birmingham, Glass Manufecturers Jane 29 at? at 
offices of ell, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
eS, sae, Liverpool, Grocer. June 27 at 3 at offices of Pierce, 
Dyke, John Vineent, Cardiff, Gemarga, Grocer. June 24 at 2 at 


offices of Evans, High 
Rdershelon Julius, ah at, Lt Agent, July 7at3 at 
offices of Clark an Seolea, King Cheapside 
mci ‘oni Booth beaks R ‘es no ccoupation. June 30 
a uth 3 “4 tre 
Fisher, a dal, Woetmrian . June 30 at Il at 
ber. June 26 at 11 ato fives 


rs veered, Netttnabem 
Tobacconiet. Jue 26 at 12 at the 





a oy 
French, Matthe in x . June 28 at 3 at 
eee <P argarinbatie 


Pantd » Tailor, June 27 at 3 at offices of 


at, 
Gray, Francia, and Samuel Gaun Confectioners, 
Juma thee ohetbenset Namen at, eg an ste 
kent, Builder, 


q 93 at 12 at 
offices of Monckton and Co, tone ee 





Geno, Henry Newman, Paternoster square, Lace Agent. June 26 at3 
at offices of Holloway, Fleet st. Rashleigh, Borough st, 
Southwark 

Halsey, William, Luton, Bedford, Hay Dealer. June 24 at 12 at 
offices of Hicks, Coleman st 

Hanson, Henry Isaac, Maesycwmmer, Monmouth, Yarn Dealer. June 
26 at 1 at offices ot Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Harris, Joseph, Ipswich, Surfolk, Innkeeper. June 28 at 12 at 
of Po: lard, St Lawrence st, ipswich 

Harrison, Frederick Charles, Queen’s terrace, rg td rd, Bookseller. 
June 29 at 2 at offices of Taylor, Old Burlington st 

Harvey, George, Cresswell, Stafford, Builder. June 23 at 12 at the 
North Staffordshire Railway Hotel, *Btoke-upon- -Trent. Bagnall 

Hernulew icz, Edward, and John McFarlane, Moorgate ay ~~ eemeeaeas 
June 78 at 1 at offices of Harris and Godwin, » Moorgate 

Heslop, William, Warkworth, Norchumber land, out of busines, June 
23 at 3 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 

Ivison, John, and Thomas Brady, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Brewers 
Agents. June 26 at 12 at officesof Roddy, Fenkle st, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Garbutt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Joachim, Cornelius, Cirene-ster, Gloucester, Butcher. June 27 at 12at 
the King’s Head Hotel, Cirencester. Mullings aad Co, Cirencester 

Johnstone, James, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Juae 24 at 12 at offices 
of Whiteley, Aldion st, Leeds 

Kershaw, George Butler, Manch ission Agent. Jane 29 at 
2 at the Maypole Hotel, Market a Nottingham. Grundy aad 
Kershaw, Manchester 

Kerswill, John, Marylebone rd, Wheelwright. Jane 22 at 4 at offices 
of Mershail, Bedford row 

Laing, James, Gateshead, Durham, Draper. om 23 at 11 at offices of 

Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st weet, New- 
eastle-upon-Tyne 

Leaver, James, Blackburn, Lancashire, Hosier. June 28 at 11 at offices 
of Boote and Edgar, George st, Manchester 

Lee, John Edwin, Shrewsvury, Salop, Cabinet Maker. June 26 at 3 at 
offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside. Morris, 
Shrewsbury 

Levy, Joseph Goodman, Birmingham, Clothier. June 23 at 11 at offices 
of 5 Bennett’s hill, Birmiugham 

Thomas William Rollings, Brighton, Sussex, Toy Dealer. June 26 
at 12 at offices of Woods and Dempster, Ship ” Brightoa 

Lewis, Edwin Alaric, Melsonby, York, Medical Practitioner. June28 
at 11 at offices of Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Marshall, Jobn, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Tobacconist. June 28.at1l 
at offices of Stratton and Rudiand, Queen st, Wol pten 

Morphet, Charles William, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. Jane 24 at 
11 at offices of Harle, Bank st, Leeds 

Morten, Thomas Syred, Hillingdon, Middlesex, Builder. June 27 at 
12 at offices of Fietcher and Co, Staple inn, Holborn 

Newman, James, St Helens, Isle ‘of ight, "Butcher. June 23 at $ at 
the Crown Hotel, High st, Ryde. Urry 

Painter, Jonas Bartlett, Snowswick Farm, Buscot, Berks, Farmer. Jans 
27 at 2 at the Goddard Arms, Swindon. Brown, at 

Pascoe, John, Plymouth, Devon, Corn Merchant. June 27 at li at the 
Caanon st Hotel. Shelley, Plymouth 

Pearson, William, Bedford, Baker. June 26 at 12 at offices of Conquest 
and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 

Price, Maurice, Ystalyfers, Glamorgan, Draper. June 26 at 3 at 57, 

Wina st, Swansea. Woodwara 

Prior, Thomas Stocker, Bridgewater, Somerset, Linen Draper. June 
19 at ofSces of Williams and Co, Kxchange, Bristol, in lieu of the 

place originally named 

nisin, Joseph William, Hambledon, Hants, Draper. June 24 at 4 
at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Rogers, Walter Mordaunt, Bishopsgate st within, Provision Merehant. 
June 29 at $ at the Clarence Hotel, alderagate. Houlder, Alders. 


gate st 
Furnitare Salesmaa. 
buildings 





Rudd, George Graham, Camden st, Camden town, 
June22 at 3 at offices of Lloyd, Great Winchester at 
Saunders, Joseph Charles, Poaton rd, Nine Elms, Battersea, Cab Pro- 
or. June x6 at 11 at offices of Jones, B Bank buildings, Wandsworth 
Skjold, Paul Johnsen, New Clee, Lin Clerk te a Public 
June 26 at Il at offices of Grange and Wintriagham, 
Weat St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Stables, John Kitebingman, Bolsover, Derby, Saddler. June 24 at3 at 
offices of Gee, High at, Chesterfield 
Simmons, Joha, Harwell Stevonton, Berks, Corn Dealer. June 28 at 
12.30 at the Bell Hotel, Swindon. Kioneir and Swindea 
Taylor, James, thport, Lancashire, Baker. June 27 at 11 at offices 
of W alton, Town Hall, Southport 
Terrell, ep de Guildhall chambers, Solicitor. June 24 at 12 at offices 
ef Terreli nd Honey, Aldermanbury 
Theriing, ( Leek, Stafforu, Grocer. June 26 at 1! at offices of 
Redfern, St Edward st, Leek 
Todé, Johan, Ilkley, York, Plumber, June 24 at 10 at offices of Peciaad 


Gaunt, Chapel 
Bury St Edmunds, Su: folk, Builder. Pana 20 oh en 
i Gur eee urea, Bury 8 Bamonde 
alter Morgan Noit, and 
Jane ai at tier ccas of Barnard and Oy alba 
chambers, Bristol, Osborne and 
Wallich, George Charlies, ets ty 2 y, Kent, Dostr of Medicine Jane 
x8 at 12 at the Bravewick Hotel Rogers 
Weeee, 300 Seuth Stockton, Tork, Rope Maker. bes 23 at 3 at 
ae ag oe st, Ran Re 
8 omg Jane 29 at Ll at Moot 
‘ot am. sek, Cee 
Maucheater, Cabinet Maker, June 27 at 3 at 
Addleshaw and Warburton, King et, Manchener 
Widdowson, Geoene, and George Lerrigo, Saltley, ar Birmingham , 
Builders, June 26 at 12 at effices of Souvhall and Ca, Newhall et, 


Williams, David, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer, June 96 at 11 at offesa 
Ratiand et, Swansea 
mere rervtarre 


ponte on 
iam prea ee out ef Ddusiness. 
June 90 at he aen tue 
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BONUS YEAR—SPECIAL NOTICE. 


Clerical, Medical and General Life Assurance Society 


18, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, S.W. 


City Brancu: 
AnnvaL INCOME, STEADILY INCREASING, £262,000. 


MANSION HOUSE BUILDINGS, EC. 


AssuRANCE FuND, SAFELY INVESTED, £2,015,000. 


The TENTH BONUS will be declared in January, 1877, and all With-Profit Policies in existence on the 30th June, 
1876, will anges ge so that persons who complete such Assurances before June 30th next will share in that Division, although 


one Premium only will have been paid. 


Every information given at either of the Society’s Offices, or by any of its Agents. 


GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pemperton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, 
44, Tincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
_ The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


HE AGRA BANK GIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON.» 


Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Corrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cue- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credi. 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Depostts received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any ot the Branches 

of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
2. 





Sates axp Poacuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and moncy agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved andprinted. OFFICIAL 
8 executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. 





Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Annus! and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE aoe MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Beach 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO. 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 26 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








SPOTTISWOODE & Cod,, 
Law Printers, Stationers, and 


Lithographers. 
87, CHANCERY-LANE; 30, PARLIAMENT-STREET; 38, ROYAL 
EXCHANGE ; and NEW-STREET-SQUARE. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 


Drart Paper, 58., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d.,and 9s, 9d. per ream. 

Brizr Paper, 15s, 6d., 173. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream, 

Footscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Latp Nore, 3s., 4s,,and 5s. per ream. 

Large CakamM-Law Note, 4s. 6d., 6s, 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lange Biv Nore, 38. 64., 4s, 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Enve.orzs, Cream on Buus, 38, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s, 6d. per 1000, 

Tue “ Tempce’’ Envetore, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

Fooiscar Orrrctan Envevores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Partrripes & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Otus-Hover Nore, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe tiat 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘“‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withoua 
which none is genuine. 

InpEnTORE Sxins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 288, 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

Sxconps on Fotuowens, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, perdozen, 115s, po 





roll. 
REeconDs O28 MemoRiA.s, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books 
An immense stock in various bindings. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONEKS, 
ETC. 





CHANCERY-BUILDINGS, 23, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Every description of Printing. 


Judicature Affidavits Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 

Reports Posters 

Rules Handbills, &c., &e 





A N.OLD-ESTABLISHED UPHOLSTERER ane 
AUCTIONEER has a Vacancy for a Pupil to Learn the above 
trades. References required, and premium not so mach desired asa 
pick ond gentlemanly Young Man. — Apply Honstay, Post-office,. 
chester. 


ARR’S, 265, STRKRAND.— 
Dinnars (from the joint) vegetables, &c., ls, 6d., or with Soup 

or Fish, 2a, and 2s, 6d. ‘‘IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and 
, 1 know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 

° you may wash down the rosst beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings @ bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half bottiefor a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, 


page 400, 
he new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London. Dinnersifrom the joint), vegetables, &c., Is. 6d, 


XLASGOW and the HIGHLANDS. — Royal 








FAA toe Ghee dais os Femi, ent tom areonect 0s 9 8.2. 
iw sm, m. 
Yor the North and Weer Hig biende. (Soe bill, with 


map and tourist free at Messrs. Cuatro & Winpoe’, Publishers, 
74, Pieeadilly, London, or by post from Davin Hytomuson -& Co., 119 
Hope-street, Glasgow. 

















